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\.— rhe Complete Building Accounts of the City Churches {Parochial) designed by 
Sir Christopher IPyen. By Lawrence Weaver, Es(]., F.S.A. 

Read loth December, 1914. 


Bound up with other additional matter in the heirloom copy of Wren s 
Parentalm, on which I read a short paper on the 17th June, 1909', is an en^rav- 

emblematical design of a pyramid dotted with 
medallions, on each of which is written the name of a Wren buildino- and a refer- 
ence number. At the sides are two tables giving the costs of each\uilding, set 
T farthing. No doubt many students of Wren have wondered 

as I did where Hulsb^gh got these detailed figures, and by good fortune I have 
lound their source m Bodley s Librar>^, Oxford. 

The extraor Jnarily fiill details of the building of Wren s fifty-one City 
churches to which I shall now direct the Society’s attention, have never, as far as 

I can find, been used by the student. They are contained in three fat manuscript 
volumes, and bear the press-marks: 

MSS. Rawlinson B 387. The Bills of the Parochial Churches. 

B 388. Leger of the Parochial Churches. 

B 389. Tabernacle Leger and General Account. 

In the front ol the second volume,no.388,is pasted an original letter as follows: 

To Dr. Rawlinson at London House, Aldersgate Street 

These- 
Sir, 

I spoke with Messrs, brown & Harding about the MSS. of Sir Chric^ Wren 

and they do agree to give you the Refusall of them for Seven Guineas which is the LowesJ 
price ^ I assure you they will not be Sold so little to any Body Else ulcise to Send -m 
answer because they are to be Sent to Somebody Else to^Look^it. ‘ ^ ^ 

I am Sir, 

Yours etc., 

Monday April 9th. 

(N.B. The year is not given.) 


VOL. LXVl 


* Proceedings, .x.xii, 524. 
u 





2 BUILDING ACCOUNTS OK CITY CHURCHES 

Next is inserted a memorandum in the handwriting of ('hrislopher Wren, 

jun.: 

Memonmdum. These Three Volumes containing the l^ills of the Parochial Churches: 
Leger of the same : 1 'abcmaclcs Leger; and General Accompts, were deliver’d to me by 
Mr. Will Dickinson, sometime bfTore his Decease, fis what oidy were ot moment. They 
having been all long since. Regularly Audited and Pass’d in the Exclieq'. 

After the death of M r. Dickinson in Feb: 1724.5 several Parchment Rolls of AbstracLs, 
rough Acets and Hooks, relating to St. Pauls and the .Sd Churches (whicJi together witli 
ye 3 Volumes above mention'd had by my father’s direction to Mr. Dickinson, upon his 
Leaving his Lodgings at Whitehall, been deposited under his keeping, in a room he 
had in the Cloyslcrs at Westmr as Me wiis Surve3TGcn: of the Repairs There) were sent 
by bis Widdow to the Chapter House of St. Pauls, being carried thither and Placed in ye 
Inner room by Mr. Lucas, Clark of the Works at St. Pauls, and Mr. l*'mn. IJird Carver. 

On the 7th of July 1725. 1 lo«7k occasion, in company with Mr. Hawksmoor, to c;ill 
at ye sd (!haptcr House, and see what they were ; .ind imagining They should not lie 
imbcic/lcd and lost, gave orders to ye sd. Mr. Lucas to Place Them among the other 
Records ol St. Pauls, with a Label aunc.xi, referring to what thc3’ were, and from 
whence taken: wch He promis’d to take care off accordingly. Pre.sent Mr. I lawksmoor 
and Mr. Uird. 

C. W. 


Itwoulcl appe.nr that Brown and Harding, who were bookseIlers,had acquired, 
honestly or otherwise, from the custodian of the records ;il St. Paul’s, these three 
volumes, and that Rawlinson did not too closely inquire as to where lliey came 
Irorn. I envy him his .seven guinea bargain. 

There arc nc.xt bouml in, a ‘Plan and Proposals’ (on one slicet) l>y V.al Knight, 
'of a New Model for Rebuilding the City of London'—dated 2 Sept and 
primed some time later — which dots not bear on my subject Also 1 lul.sbergh’s 
• Pyramid’ tlrawing already mentioned, which w.xs ‘printed for Sam 1 larding, Dan 
lirownc and Wm Bathoc’. Also a printed .sheet, • Dimensions of St Peter’s, 
Rome, and .St. Paul.'.of no particular intcrc.st 

Before dealing with the Leger of the Parochial Churches, which needs to be 
considered with the volume of bills, we may consider the third volume, no. 384), 
1 abernacle Leger and General Account The word ' tabernacle ’ is a little 



of which int>st of its users arc unaware. *1 he .accounts show dctail.s of twenty- 
seven tabernacles. I give .St. Alban's WiK)d .StiX’el in detail as a sample: 


DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


Bricklayer. 

Plumber. 

Carpenter. 

Smith. 

Glazier. 

Amongst others may be mentioned : 

All Hallows the Great tabernacle, which cost 
St. Mary Aldermarj' „ „ „ 

St. Mar3^ Abchurch ,, ,, ,, 

Pancras Soper Lane ,, „ ,, 


£ -S', d. 
27 2 9 
85 I 6 
88 6 8 

13 14 6 
2 II o 

14 i _7 
^230 18 o 

£ s. d. 
129 18 10 
194 5 8 
265 16 4 
50 o o 


The last is a lump sum, without prices for the various trade.s. These shanties, 
for they cannot have been more, were evidently built with timber walls on a brick 
base. St. Alban’s is unusual in having ;^85 spent on plumber work, and was 
possibly roofed in part with sheet lead. 

The fittings were severely simple. The joiner’s work at St. Mary Aldermary 
represented: 


Pulpit and type 

Communion Table 

Reading desk and Clarke’s desk 


£ s. d. 
500 
100 
2 10 o 


^8 10 o 

The word ‘ type ’ puzzled me, but Sir James Murray has kindly told me that 
it means a canopy over a pulpit, and that it has been used from 1532 in its primary 
meaning of cupola. 

The so-called General Account bound in the same volume has some fasci¬ 
nating items mingled with others very dull. They begin with the date Aug. 31, 
1671. They represent disbursements made by Wren which either could not bei 
or for some unknown reason were not, charged up to the account of individual 
churches. Some were simply architect’s office expenses : 

To Sir Christopher Wren his disbursements to Samuel Wells for drawing 
paper, paper bookes, pencills parchment etc. as appears by bill from 
June 1670 to May 1671 the summe of./7 16 6 

Moor to him, his disbursements to Samuel Wells for an iron Chest and 
fitting drawers and conveniences for the Office Roome .... £16 4 o 

Down to September 1679 f^e expenditure on drawing paper, etc., amounted 
t0;^i09 os. 7rt'.—say;^i2 a year,—a modest allowance which suggests that there 
was not a vast number of detail drawings made for the fifty-one churches. We 





4 Hrn,DiNr. acx'ounts of titv churchks 

find he used Imperial Dutch. Royal, Dutch Medirm, and other qualiUcs of 
paper. Similar entries fto after i (yjq, but they show nothing rliffcrcnt. ()thcr 
office rctjuisln^ were: 

To Andrew Phillips In’ing his disbursements for a Bor»kc on Vilnivius for 
the use of yc office . . o o 

To Andrew Phillips for a Statute Bookc foi the use of the office at . . /2 12 o 

Another item shows that Wren had to keephiscyc on the legjil position, which 
was complicated by the various State and voluntary sources of the money available 
for building: 

1 o Sir Christopher Wren for Cold by him paid out as followclh, 

lo llencagc Finch for Councill and his opinion ab* borrowing upon the 
credit of the Colc-inoncy and allowance of use . /5 7 6 

1 ^ Judge Phillij)s for G^uncill and dra^\^ng up wrighting about the .same 7 to o 

To him again for Councill several times .and drawing up an additional 
account about the Cole money . . , . . . . .576 

To his clcrkc .... T5 o 

To the Comptroller of the City Mr. Lane for dniwing up some wrighting 
upon the s.ame .. 3-46 

jC22 4 6 

1 his was an e.amest of the w.ay the heart of the .architect to-d.ay Is .surfeited 
nnrl overcharged with legal difficulties which hinder him in the exercise of his art. 
Doubtless, however, .Sir Christophers urbane modesty got him through many 
difficulties without recourse to Heneage Finch. 

1 he .accounts throw interesting light on the profc.ssional men employed by 
Wren. 

Leonard(lammon was n .sur\'eyor who me.asured t he church of StBcnct Fink 
and eight others, for which lie received 10, being twenty days at tew., and for 
his a.ssistance in c.astingup the measure, and for journeys .and expenses, another 
^5. Me was employed regularly, an<l other similar items appear. He w.as clerk 
of the works at the Power. 

William AV algrnve got;{, 2 105. lor taking the ground-plots of twelve churches, 
Henr}' Jlunt did thiileen ground-plots of churches yet unbuilt at icw. each, 
.a higher rate than Walgrave commanded. Thomas Lane was a draughtsman 
regularly employed ; 

for copying yc designes of scvcrall clmrchcs . /lo 

John Searborow cannot have been a more exrdltMl person than a junior clerk; 
he got for his allowance for ink, paper, and coach hire for four years, and 
a pound a year for penny-post letters. 

Jidward \\ c)odroffe seems to have been employed on the parochial churches 
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as assistant siirvcy^^r. in addition to liolding that post at St, Paul's (‘athudral. 
Alter his death, Walter I^app, Escj., his extarulor. drew fifty pounds 

in part of snilcrj’ due to hint hy allowance of the Lords Coiiiiiiis.si()n«?r.s. 

It would apj^ear that commission payments to Wren covered his ordinarvslafT, 
and that he only go! his out-<>f-jx>ckct expenses and a few charp^es for extra siin ev 
vxairk. We know from another manuscript account that In* received five (x*r cent 
on the cost ot the ('it\' churclu^ in addition to his salarv of^200 for St Paul's, 
anti r»lher fees for the royal palaces, etc. The City churches therefore put over 
I3,cxy^int(> Wren's pocket, a small enough sum forw superb an amount of work. 

'I'hc last item hut one shows 13.V. 

To Sir Chr. Wren Knl. and to his assistants and elerkes their exix*ns<*s in coach hire 
w-iitcridgc and sevcrall other contingrnt rharges bj' them disbursed and craved 
for the. -semcc of the whole time of liie acet. 

Dates arc. scarce in the accounts. I)ut the entries seem to finish alxmt Michael- 
mas, 1691. The ‘clcan-up'of tjxpenses th«*i*efore represented little more thnn;^'3 
a year on the whole period. 

The most important a.ssi.stant 1 have left to the last — Wren's domestic't:lerk, 
Mioholas Hawksmoor, who entered his sendee in 1679. H Is name does not appear 
until September, 1087, when he got jCg for 

his allowance for finding ink paper bookes wafers pens and other neccssaiy for J of 
a 3't!ar. 

Amongst the last items arc these: 

To Nicho. Hawkesmoor for transcribing and cngros.sing all the bookes that contaiiics 
all ye bills and workmanship of ye Paroehiall Church to bring ihcm to one gen' 
acet for the Exchequer in the summe of jCjo. 

Presumably this work is to be identified with the first.\olnnnr of the three 
now considered (i.e, B.387). 

To NMch. Hawkesmoor for his e.xtraordinary paincs in extracting the stales of the 
aces of the Paroch; Churches and fairly engros.sing the saibe etc. .. , in all scaven, 
at jC 5 each, ^^35. 

Perhaps these refer to the sc'cond volume (i.e, B 388). or they may represent 
accounts which have not survived. 

To Nich. Hawkesmoor for transcribuig the Booke of the Churches and Tabernacles 
for the (.it. and Clcn" acf * for the exchequer . 10 . a 

This may well be the third volume (i.e. B38<>),or, if the accounts referred lo 
remained with the Exchequer, then the BodUdan volumes are perhaps the 
originals from which Hawksmoor maile his copies. They arc wdl worth the 
money, being nhraele.s of cl<*anies.s and ne.;U penmanslu{>. 
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A few other items in the General Account must be mentioned as showino- 
the extremely business-like way in which all Wren’s work was conducted. The 
first item for checking the building accounts is Michaelmas, 1674, when John 
Phillips, Esq., auditor for the accounts of the churches, got ‘ 20 guinea pieces for 
his paines’ (i.e. ;^2i), and his clerk got a gratuity of^T 105. Phillips’s name 
appears for later years, but at Michaelmas, 1691, Reginald Marriott received 
;^3T lys. for the period of the four preceding years, being a halfpenny in the pound 
for ^^15,302 T8.<r. i<y., an item which will interest the .student of audit history. 
'Hiis ;^3i 17.9. was ‘the whole charge for the .said 4 years accts ’. 

The last entry is one of ;i^2oo to Marriott 

for re-examining all the warrants ... for re-building the fifty one parochiall churches. 

. . . and casting all the prices and seeing all their receipts and making one intire 
ace*. 

The business of getting payments made with anything like punctuality was 
no doubt a serious one, and in 1670 the Clerks of the Chamber received ;^6o for 
their gratuities for three years, and thereafter £20 a year regularly. The first 
entry of all. Sept. 6, 1671, shows Wren in a pleasant light: 

Paid to Thomas Hudson, Labourer, by order of the Surveyor, the summe of one 
pound, he being a poor man and brooke his leg at the worke at Bow. 

In the following May, Hudson got another pound by order of Wren and of 
Woodroffe, the assistant surveyor already mentioned. An entry of 55-. for John 
.Simpson suggests that he was a tiresome person; 

allowed as charit3’ by Mr. Surveyour and is in full of all demands for work done at 
any church or Tabernacle. 

Presumably Wren did not think too highly of the work. 

There are several payments in recompense of damage done to adjoining 
owners, such as: 

To John Fisher allowed in recompense for damage done to a shed of his in taking 
down the Tower of St. Martin’s Ludgate, ;^2.0.0. 

About 1680 the temporary tabernacles were doubtless falling into disrepair, 
and we find such payments as^^S 185.4^/. to HenryToogood and Grove,plasterers, 
for work at All Hallows Lombard Street Tabernacle. 

The only important items of payments to craftsmen are;i^2 105. to Edward 
Pearce, car^-^er, for modelling and carving an eagle in wood for the spire of 
.St. Swithin’s; and ^^5 155. to Thomas Heisenbuttell, for a model for the spire or 
tower of Christ Church. 

I now come to the more serious parts of the accounts—the Bills and Leger 
of the Parochial Churches. I can dismiss the portly ledger volume with the state- 
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mcnt that it is a simple l)ook of account showing the v'arious payments made in 
respect of the tradesmen's bills. At the end of each account is an abstract of the 
lota Is yxiid to each man. These have been reduced to tal^ular form and are printed 
in Appendix II. 

The bills are contained in volume B387.JUid consist of 384 leaves (paged recto 
only). Al the front is an index of the names of ihe churches concerned (except 
St. Dunstan’s, which the indexer <)verl(X)ked). Phis index is printed in Appendix I, 
and forthesakeof convenience the total sums paid torcach churchare incoq)orated 
with it Of these bills complete transcripts of the entries relating to St. Mary- 
le-Bow anfl Bow Tower and to St. Stephen’s W’jilbrook arc printed in Appendices 
111 ;ind 1 V’.and in asecrond column the jirices as they would l.>e in 1915 arc added in 
italics (sec pages 2 3 to f»o). I'hese sample accou nts are represeit tati ve of the great 
majority, 'They arc like a modern bill of quantities, and arc priced in great detail, 
though not with that meticulous and. Jis some think, unnecessary’ detail in which 
< juantity survey ors delight nowaday'S, 1 n the mason’s bills, for example, I’ortland 
Slone ashlar is taken at 2x. lo//. or is. tv/, a foot; Portland coping, 0 in. x 14 in., at 
.V- lor/.afoot; rubble in buttrc.sscs.5Q>. a rod: ‘additional work over and above 
ashlar in Rustic Coigns' at 6(/. a foot; and so on. 'Ihe plasterers’ bills are in 
comparison more fully detailed, with particulars of comice.s, laurel wreaths, scrolls 
and mouldings, all ])riced by the piece or the foot. The bills speak for them¬ 
selves, but some general obseivations may be made as to their significance. 

For the first lime we have the names of ev ery imuster tradesman employed 
Ijy Wren in all the trades, 'i'his destroys all manner of vain fancies as to the 
cmploymcntof Dutch joiners and Italian plasterers on thccon.striioiion of the City 
churches. 1 s;iy construction, meaning to exclude thereby decoration :md eijuiji- 
ment, because it is clear that tin; 1 -ordsCommissioners who paid lor the buildings 
left the p.iiisliloners to do the latter woik in the main. For example, the bills 
cover no more lh:in;^’84 jxiid to airvcrs, though much ordintwy carving, 
.such as capitals of columns, etc., is included in the ma.son's bills. Kichard Cleerc 
wa.s employed at St. Olave's *al kjuI the gallery', and got ^ n> 7.V. 3//. for lace, folding- 
leaves, eggs, bciuls, and fesitoons. We do not find any great arti.si like (Jrinling 
Gibbons. Basides Cleerc there were only Kinmett an«l Maine, all of them crafts¬ 
men wt‘ll known lor work on other buildings In' Wren. Even such .stiuctural 
it em.s of decoration as the lead Viiscson the spire ol St. Kdmund’s Lombard Street 
(fatuously taken down by the late C^inon Benham, to the great disfigurement of 
the spire) do not apjicar in the bills. For bills of the decorative works, recourse 
must be made to the. p:iroi;hi.il account.s, in.my of wliich exist. 

The rel.alion.dhps lH.*lwe*en various trades are interesting. Wc gel the germ 
of the j)resenl English system of a single general contractor in some ciLses where 
a lo(;se {lannership paid out sums due to other trades and were repaid. Ihi.s is 
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^ ^ « * A-#* f 

seen at St. V«l;i-il Foster Uine, wlierc Thompson the mason, \V’illco.\ a carrn nter 
IKirtners with (Jinstopher Kus.sell, l.ricklayer •, took an • agreement hy IhcUeat ’ 

scpamtely in Jhc bill were, however. e.«a;)udcd andappear 

ofsDcci'fie wtiTl™ “'f '^"'porary pirtncrsliips for the carrying out 

“l ^'.arDmM “■'*■“'1 ■''•nil 

work '■‘camen^r “"d most elaborate 
work. Carpenters often made wainscot dooi s. No .loubt pmes and such items 

not coveietl by thc.se bills, weie theespecial province of the joiner Brickliveni 

had no monojioly o| Itncklaymg, much of which was done by ni.isons. 

nomt ’ 11 gives all the tradesmen employed, under their trades The total 

nnr ■ I J; coppcTsmitli uorlc \vas<k>ncbv Kobcit Bird ev«‘r>t 

one job. St. bwitlnn s. by Henry Bird, and one. .St. Stephen^ CoCan 1 n 

In the C,ase ol St. Mary Woolnoth. Sir Koliert Vyncr placed the coniracs 
and p.ai<l the tradesmen, receiving a lump sum of^f ^ 

Commits,ones m repayment on Wren’s certificat.r Otl,cr items iroumftiTt 
‘lisbursed by the church wardens and allowed by their lordshfos 

r^KtiroPthelhl fabrft-"• o;S 

and at srcm'" wt 11 'll, the churchwardens were repaid X 223 itv 

'^1; , • ^470 12a. j,/., but no details appear in he bfc The 

kadi irs’K tower of St. Mary-lLVv is i ndicated by it 

church. ‘tito.gcther separate from those of the body of the 

teres.* engraving by Hulsbergh botind up with the bills has an in 

CaTl edr I l"', |■.l•t)^hur..•hes, Lt they indude st PauTs 

minttst t Irtish churches outside the City, SL J.test \W 

in these ajeount" H uBbtS d“* not included 
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sumably because they were only repair works. He ignores St. Mary Woolnoth 
altogether, though it appears in the accounts. It was soon afterwards rebuilt by 
Hawksmoor. For some reason St. Mary Aldermary, which was repaired by Wren 
in the same way as St. Mary Woolnoth, does not appear in the accounts. In 
other respects the total cost of each church as given by Hulsbergh is taken exactly 
from the accounts. 

The original purpose of this engraving presents some problems. It appears 
in one of our own scrap-books, but in an early state without the schedules of 
costs. In the Library of the Royal Institute of British Architects is a volume 
containing this engraving (but with the schedules), and it is the first of a series 
numbered i to 15. Ihe R.I.B.A. catalogue describes it as ‘ Designs for Public 
Buildings, 15 plates to illustrate Parentalia 1749’, but the authority for this title 
does not appear. There is no title-page, and the binding is not contemporary. 
Most of the plates were ‘ printed for Sam Harding in St. Martin’s Lane, Dan 
Browne near Temple Bar and Wm. Bathoe in Church Lane ’, all of them con¬ 
spirators in the sale of the account-books to Rawlinson. Three are dated 1723, 
1724, and 1726. Wren died in 1723- His son Christopher collected the material 
for Parentalia, but apparently found coin-collecting more amusing, for it fell to 
his son Stephen to publish the book in 1750 after Christopher’s death. Perhaps 
the booksellers originally meant to publish Parentalia with these fifteen big plates, 
but got tired of waiting for the author, and so issued them without letterpress 
a year before the Parentalia. Unhappily the most important (from my point of 
view) of the Hulsbergh engravings, the pyramid diagram of Wren’s works, is un¬ 
dated. We can do no more than guess that Hulsbergh had access to the figures in 
the ledger, because these figures seem to have been published nowhere but on his 
engraving. I recognize that it is possible these accounts are not novel, and even 
that copies may exist buried in some library. I cannot, however, find that they 
have ever been quoted, and at least it is true that most students of London and of 
Wren’swork have been wholly unaware of their existence. Our Fellowthe Rev. L. 
Gilbertson has kindly pointed out to me that some years ago he found in the 
St. Paul’s Library some fragmentary accounts of the City churches, and he had 
them bound up for their better preservation. Unfortunately the Zeppelin scare 
has driven the Cathedral MSS. down into the Crypt, where they are inaccessible 
to the student for the present, and I have been unable to collate them with the 
Bodleian MSS. From Mr. Gilbertson’s remembrance of them, it seems likely 
that they are only fragmentary copies of some of the complete accounts now 
under consideration. 

These manuscript accounts give material for a score of papers on various 
aspects of Wren’s work, and the building customs of his day. I am, however 
content to indicate the character and range of the material found, and to hope 
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that others will make better use of it than I have clone. I suggest, for example, 
that the following lines might be followed : 

1. By a careful comparison of the dates of the various tradesmen’s bills with 

the executed work they represent, a reasoned study of the development 
of Wren’s treatment of detail could be more effectively worked out than 
has hitherto been possible, e.g. the relationship between St. Paul’s and 
St. Stephen’s Walbrook. 

2. A study of the relative merits of the various tradesmen, masons, joiners, etc. 

is possible now that every scrap of work can be labelled with its author’s 
name. 

3. A study of Wren’s use of materials and also the extent to which he re-used 

old materials and the overplus from St. Paul’s. 

4. ' I he relative values of various branches of builder’s work, now and in Wren’s 

time ; this could be estimated very exactly if a cjuantity sur\'eyor were 
to price the old quantities at to-day’s values. 

Many other fields of inquir\^ will no doubt suggest themselves to the student 
of building. 

I do not think I have exaggerated the value of these accounts. The main 
conclusion to be drawn from them is that Sir Christopher Wren largely developed 
on practical lines the then existing system of accounts in building work, and that 
his methods have remained unchanged, except for elaborations "not always help¬ 
ful, until to-day. I know of no earlier or contemporary accounts prepared with 
the same clearness and fullness, except, of course, those of St. Paul’s Cathedral 
and other Wren building.s. They show that in business organization Wren ex¬ 
hibited the same greatness and grasp which are so marked in him whether as 
mathematician, as constructor, or as artist. They form another element, indeed, 
in that amazing fabric of achievement, which enlarges our wonder as we become 
the better acquainted with his life and work. 

One more point, not without its humours. Bishop Rawlinson, to whose 
collecting zeal we doubtless owe the survival of the accounts, made it a condition 
of his endowments that tho.se who benefited from them should not be natives of 
Scotland, Ireland, or the Plantations, nor be doctors in any faculty: of these 
mmes I am guiltless. They were also to be unmarried, and on no account to be 
Fellows of the Society of Antiquaries. As they .say in melodrama, ‘ that touches 
me nearly . The shade of Bishop Rawlinson must be suffering some discomfort 
at the interest taken by our Society in his possessions. 

This inquiry is followed up in the supplementary paper printed after this. 
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A Compansoii of Building Prices. 

1671-1687 and 1915. 

Being a loot-note to ‘ The Complete Building Accounts of the City Churches 

Read 20th May, 1915. 

When I read my paper on the Accounts of Wren’s City churches, I suggested 
that the material then presented might be made the basis of further inquiry, such 
as ‘the relative values of various branches of builder’s work, now and in Wren’s 
time and that ‘ this could be estimated very exactly if a quantity surveyor were 
to price the old quantities at to-day’s values 

At the discussion which followed, widely divergent views were expressed as 
to the ratio of increase which would be established by such an inquiry. 

Some suggested that to arrive at present money values it would be necessary 
to multiply the Wren figures by 2, others claimed that 3, 4, or 5 would be more 
correct. 

Mr. William H. H. Lunn, partner in the eminent firm of Messrs. Widnell & 
Trollope, was present here on the loth December, and very promptly and kindly 
promised to make a full inquiry into this important point. He made full but 
unpriced copies of the complete bills relating both to St. Stephen’s Walbrook and 
to St. Mary-le-Bow, and then proceeded in the light of his very large experience 
to price these bills as a contractor would price them to-day. For this purpose 
Mr. Lunn assumed that, if the work were done at the present time, it would be 
done in accordance with modern methods of building; that, for instance, fir would 
be used in many cases instead of oak, and fibrous plastering would be used instead 
of heavy solid plastering. At the period when these churches were re-built oak 
was about one-third of its present price and consequently little fir was used. The 
ornamental plaster-work so freely used by Wren was of the class of work we should 
now designate ‘ plaster carving ’; that is to say, the undercut enrichments were 
carved from the solid plaster, as casting undercut enrichments in gelatine moulds 
was unknown at that time. 

Pricing the measurements of the work on the above basis Mr. Lunn found that 
the cost ot rebuildingSt. Stephen’s Walbrook to-day would bc;^ 15,400, as compared 
with ;^7,652, the actual cost in Wren’s time, and the rebuilding of St. Mary-le- 
Bow would be^^38,500, as compared with the actual cost of ;^i5,473. It will thus 
be seen that the cost of rebuilding the former church would be about twice the 
amount that it actually cost in the latter part of the seventeenth century, and that 
of the latter church about two and a half times that amount, the difference being 
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accounted for by the larger proportion of stonework in St. Mary-le-Bow compared 
with the whole of the work. If, then, we take two and a quarter as an average 
ratio of increase, the total cost of the fifty-one City churches would be to-day no 
more than about seven hundred thousand pounds. The following are some of 
the differences between the value of work at the end of the seventeenth century 
and its value at the present time: 


Bigging and carting, per yard 
Brickwork, per rod 
Bricks, per M. 

Rubble walling, per yard 
Portland stone, per foot cube . 

Plain tiling on roofs, per square 
Wainscot doors, per foot. 

Lead and labour, per cwt. 

Plain plastering on walls, per yard . 
Painting 3 oils, per yard . 


1671-1687 191s 





s. 

d. 



5. 

d. 



0 

I 

10 


0 

5 

0 



5 

10 

0 


17 

0 

0 



0 

14 

0 


I 

16 

0 



0 

4 

6 


0 

12 

0 



0 

4 

0 


0 

10 

6 



I 

10 

0 


2 

10 

0 



0 

2 

6 


0 

6 

0 



0 

17 

6 


I 

10 

0 



0 

0 

. 7 


0 

I 

2 


* 

0 

I 

0 


0 

0 

10 


It will be noticed that painting is the only item actually less in cost to-day 
than at the end of the seventeenth century. 

The contractors were paid \s. 6d. per day for labourers and 2s. 6d. to 35. 6d. 
per day for mechanics. As the workmen probably worked for ten hours per day, 
this would compare with contractors’ rates of 75. 6d. per day for labourers and 
1 15 . per day for mechanics at the present time (London prices). 

It is to be noticed that when these churches were rebuilt pressure was 
brought to bear to carry out the work expeditiously, as work was occasionally 
done at night, links being charged at each ‘ to light the men in the nights ’ and 
candles at 4ld. per lb. 

Evidently great economy was observed in the rebuilding, as some of the old 
stone was re-u.sed and some of the materials of the church of St. Pancras Soper 
Lane, which parish w'as united to St. JMary-le-Bow after the Great Fire, were used 
in rebuilding St. Mary-le-Bow. We find an item in the accounts for ‘ Pulling 
down walls of St. Pancras Church and carrying the stones to Bow Church ’ for 
which the sum of;^4 145. 2d. was paid. 

I he price of ironwork did not differ much from that of to-day; there was no 
rolling the metal into plates, bars, and rod.s, but the cost of the extra labour in 
working the metal is about equal to the higher rates of wages nowadays. 

I he method of measurement employed in the old accounts is not dissimilar 
to that in use by modern surveyors. Of course there is vastly less detail, and a lack 
o that nice discrimination of labours which we now' have, enabling us in these 
days to obtain several competitive estimates very close to each other. Mitres, 
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etc. were unknown, and the description of doors, frames, gallery fronts, etc. had 
to be obtained from the work on the site when executed. On the other hand, the 
difference in cost between the different depths of excavation and the extra cost 
of raising materials for portions of exceptional height was fully accounted for, as 
was also special scaffolding where required. 

There is a further and intermediate comparison on which I will touch lightly, 
namely, the relation of these two sets of figures with the prices prevailing in 1852 
when the Houses of Parliament were building. 

Mr. Lunn’s firm was engaged on the measurement and valuation of that 
great work, and he has given me a few figures which I set out alongside the 
others: 


Brickwork per rod. 

Bricks per M.. 

(These two items show that building labour 
has increased in cost at a vastly greater rate 
than materials. As brick-making labour has 
doubtless increased in much the same way, we 
get an illuminating idea of the saving in the 
total of building costs which has been achieved 
by the help of machinery and of improved 
manufacture generally.) 

Painting 3 oils, per yard. 

Labourers’ wages per day (taken on a ten-hour da}-) 
Mechanics’ wages per day „ ,, „ 


1671-1687 l8f2 

jC s. d. £ s. d. 

5 10 o . 8 17 6 

o 14 o . I II o 


010.006 
016.033 
2/6 to 3/6 .056 


ipiy 

£ s. d. 
1700 
I 16 o 


o o 10 
076 
o II 8 


These figures of 1852 are of more importance to the social economist than 
to the antiquary, but seemed worthy of brief record. 

The 1915 figures for St. Stephen’s Walbrook and St. Mary-le-Bow arc 
printed side by side with the 1671-87 figures, in Appendices HI and IV. 

I feel a certain shame in making this communication, as the work is 
Mr. Lunn’s and not mine, and most of what I have read to you is copied directly 
from his notes. We owe him a debt of gratitude for a labour which was in truth 
very laborious, and I am sure that the Society will accord him hearty thanks for 
making so valuable and practical a contribution to the economic history of the 
building trade. For myself, I can only repeat in public the thanks I have already 
expressed to him. 


APPBNDIX J 


INUKX TO MS. kAWL. K IN THF. ROOLEIAN LUJKAKV, O.XFORD 
(to which arc added I he total co^ta of cucli church). 


Sl Olaves jewr) 

St. Michaells Woodstrcec 
St, Stephens Walbrookc 
St. Mary .AUcnnaulnjry 
St. Nicholas Cole-abby 
St George nuttoiph Lane 
St. Bartholmcw Exchange 
St, Stephen Colcnianstrect 
St Michaells Bassishaw 
St MichacII.s Qiieenhithe 
St Anne and Agnes . 

St Maiy At-hill 
St. Chri.stophers . 

St Vedast als; Fosters 
St 5?c|)ulchers , 

St Marj' Woolnoth . 

St. .Mildred PouUrey , 

,St ncnnetls Finck . 

I St Mary L*. Bow 
1 Bow 'I'ower . 

St Michaells Comhill 
St Magnus 
•St Edmund the King 
St. Lawrence Jewry . 

St Brides . 

St Dyonis Backchurch 
Christ Church . 

St James Carlickhithe 
.St. Betters Cornhill . 

St. Bennetts Pauls Whiirfe 
St Martins Ludgate . 

St. Alhallowes y*' Create 
St .Swiiliins 

St Alliallowcs Breatlstreci 
St Austins. 

Sl. Antholins 
St Mildred Brcadsircet 


St. Benneui Grace : Church 
St Mary Abb: Church 
St Mary Magdellens Oldfishstreci 
St Mathews Frydaysireci 



I'ACE 

£ 

s. 

*/, 


I 

5580 

4 

10 


9 

2554 

12 

11 


ir 

7652 

•3 

8 


27 

5237 

3 

6 


35 

5042 

0 

11 


43 

4509 

4 

to 


49 

5077 

1 

1 


56 

4020 

16 

6 


6 j 

2S22 

*7 

1 


6K 

4.154 

3 

8 


7S 

2448 

0 

lu 


84 

3980 

12 

3 


«7 

00 

12 

7 


9 * 

•85.1 

15 

6 


9 .? 

4993 

4 

0 


95 

,1457 

•5 

9 


96 

4654 

9 

7 i 


104 

4129 

16 

10 


110 

8071 

18 

1 


121 

7388 

8 

73 


« 3 » 

4686 

10 

4 


>37 

9579 

‘9 

to 


'49 

5207 

11 

0 


«57 

11870 

1 

9 


.*67 

11430 

5 

1 i 


•74 

5737 

10 

8 


1S2 

11778 

9 

6 

196, 

3 . 1 ' 

5357 

t2 

to 


202 

5647 

8 

2 


210 

3328 

j8 

to 


216 

5378 

9 

7 


226 

5641 

9 

9 


»34 

4687 

4 

6 


240 

3348 

7 

2 


246 

3‘45 

3 

iO 


354 

S <^5 

5 

io 3 



37«5 

•3 



275 

458.1 

9 

5! 


283 

4952 

** 

45 


^95 

4291 

12 

95 


305 

2301 

8 

2 
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St ClemnientR llastchtnp . , 

•Si. Albans Woodstreot , , 

St. Marj»tHUs Pattens tiis Rood . 
St Michacll^ CrMlcpil Lane 
St. Margetts Loathhury . , 

St. Mary S«jmmcrsctl . 

Sr. Alh^lowes LAinbardHtrctrt . 
St. .Andrews Wardrobe 
Sr. Michaells Ruyall . 


PAOK 

jC 


- JtS 

4365 3 

4 

. ?23 

.3»^>5 0 

8 

- 

4986 18 

8 

• • - . M5 

454 f 5 

11 

. 352 

534^ 8 

1 

. . . s 360 

6579 18 

1- 

• 373 

8058 IS 

6 

. .387 

70^ 16 

11 

• . . . 399 

7455 7 

9 


Total / 26 J 786 10 4 i 


APPENDIX II 


TARU[.AR STATKME.NT OK TMK TRADESMEN AND SUMS I'AID TO THEM, AND 
THE. LIMITS OK DATE IN RESPECT OF E.ACH CHURCH. TAKEN FROM THE 
•LEGER OK THP^PARcTcHrAL CHURCHES’, MS. R j.S8 

Nwe.— lu order to simplify this table and to compiess it witliin Tea9on.ihle Kp.icc, the figure set against 
Kich tradesm.in's name reprints the .amount paid to the nearest £ s for example, £iij is. y/. is 
noted aa 227,and * 3 ;i <55 1 ^ noted as These aimplifietl figure* serve to show the nnirumt 

and importance erf* the work done by cich tradesman at each church. The total for each church is 
given exactly. 


Tiadeamch 


MaMvtii* 

BrlrkUyiTA 

Cjirpeiilcrs 


joinirm 

Ors’crs 

Smiths 

Copper .Smilh* 
Pl.iMcrers 

Plumbers 


Painters 

Cilaeiers 

Carters and Labourers 
Sundry 


St. Uisw’f J^-wry 
I Dec. 1670 - 16 ^ 

— ■ - ■ ■ 

John Shorthosv 33 66 

Edward Ballancc 7 

M.atlhew Bankea 494 

John IvOnglaud 3a 

Robert Day 153 

Vallentiiie Houstiisii 34 

I Thomas WlUtlng ino 

I Richard CIccrc 19 

Richard Howes 313 

I 

John Grove, Sen. 154 

I John Grow, Jun. 7 

Thomas Aldwurth 687 

I Samuel Tanner 3 

John Talbott 18 

Roben Streeter 5 

Widow Tipton 54 

John Tillisoii, CIrrkc 
I of St. I’anl'a 8 

i'otilund stone in part 
payment 337 

' £5580 4 to 


Sl Dtinvtnn's in the Eiut 




'•h-« 5 -• 


St. Mlct'oel's Wood Sr, 
Marcli 1670 OcL itAj 


'I'llUIllHB Wi.*c 
KiclianI Cnbbcti 
Samuel IJme 
John Lnngland 
I Jolin Hayward 
(jrrmd l.enne 


loig 



iO 


59 
11 


John Whe.ntley 130 

Snmwell Colbourn 14 

Roliert BinI 16 

Sherwootl ,ind Murricc Bi 


Nnthaniell Cham 
John Talbot 

Robert Streeter 
Edward Bird 
VVilliam Browne 


5»3 

‘79 

5 

M 

35 


John Tillotsou, Clerkr 
I of St. Paul's 


CtoTs 18 a 


£*554 13 11 


Total Cost of Church 
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Trudcsinon 

XTaiion$ 

Bricklayers 

Carpenter* 


Joiner* 

Cart’cr* 

Sinl(h« 

Copper Smitlu 
PlaKteners 


Plutnbei* 


Painters 


Glaziers 

Carters and Labourers 
Sundry 

Total Cost of Churrb 


I 


Sl Stephen's Walbruok 
Ang. 1673-May 16^ 

Edward Strong anil Christ 
toplier Kctit)MtiT i 

Thomas Horn i 

I 

John J^tngland 1353 

Roger fVaris 30 ^ 


St. Mary Alderniaiibu^ St.' NIchulas Cole Ablicy 

MArrh 1670 Feb 1686 Nuv, 1671-June i68i 


Joshua Marshall 
Samuel Fidkes 


3190 1 Tliumaa Wifie 
M 


3 ‘ 4 * 


Matthew Bankes 
Robert Day 

Williiun Clccr 


'615 

9 I 

3 » 


Heni7 DIuwes 

Mathew Bancks 


John Lcmglaiid 
WiUian Clccr 



Stcplicn I^av^ 

Roben Bird 
licniy Doogood and 
Jno Grove 

Thomas Aldwortli 
Xiatthew Roberts 

William Davis 
-Thomas Lainc 
Edward Bird 
Robert Pindar 
George Pcowry 


•169 1 1 Grace SmitJi 

Thomas llodgkiiu 
12 Robert Bird 
John Grove 


495 


‘093 

John Talbot. 

4 

William Cuciccr 
John Slaughter 

«5 

1 

Robert Streeter 

5 


50 

[HinicII rXiviB 


106 George Drew 
I.J7 Stephen Leaver 
11 Robert Bird 
‘75 Jno Sherwood and 
Edw. Martin 
John Sherwood 
695 Charles Atherton 
too Wni. Savage and 
6 Math. Roberts 
22 Mai^ai^tt Peirce 


55 Robert Bowler 


206 

aS 

5 

‘03 

16 

Boa 


*7 

22 


34 


£7652 13 8 


Juliii Dtiboi^ 
Qiurrhwardcn 29 

John Tillnoo, Clrrke 
of St. PauFs, for 
frerfttone tirbbic 8 

£. 5*37 3 




£5042 6 I r 


Tradnmeii 


MoMtin; 


Bricklayers 

Carpenters 

Joiners 

Carvers 

Smiths 

Copper Smiths 
PlustmTS 

Plunibf*rs 

Painlirrs 

Ghuirm 

Carters and Labouicni 


Sundry 


St. Michasrs Qwcnhittic 
Jan. ‘a^d-Awt. |«7 


Thomas Flooiy 
Samuell Kiilkes 


‘796 

613 


St. Anne and St. Agnea 
Marvh 1676-May 1687 

RoIkti W.ilter» 243 

William IJammund 130 


StJMarj-HUI 
July idTO'Sepr. 1676 


Joshua Marshall 1928 


Thomaa Warren 
John Bridges 
Mathew Rnneks 


tat 

23 

753 


John Fitch 
John Hayward 


9B4 ••• 

•57v Thonuis la>ck . 559 


V* 


Ralph Cadnian 


16 j WUlIoiii CU'er 


26' 


• I* 

Stephen Leaver 
Samuell Colbourti 
Rolmrt Bird 
Heiity poogood and 
John Grove ‘ 
M.tthew Roberts 
S.tnih Free man 
Thomas Lainc 
Edward Bird 
Samuell Oliver 
Mathew Oemuiine 
John Hoy and John 
Simpson 

Edward Hide sml 
John Pledge 


184 

56 

49 

111 

5‘5 

2 

8 

. 3 * 

43 

5 


*5 


9 


Stephen Leaver 

Robert Bird 
John Sherwood 

Thomas Dobbins 

; Robert Streeter 

j George Peowrie 

j Bartholomew Sa»lt 
'-John Hoy 
I John Jay^slaicr 

Mr. Samuel Frcirm.Tn, 
Minister 


JSI 


t8o 

Gcofgc Drew 

* 3 “ 

9 

»74 

1 

John Grove 

at8 

a6a 

1 John Geotge 

8to 

28 

1 Widdow Pearce 

*9 

3 ‘ 

John AllfFe 

55 

22j 

to 

2 

... 


too 1 

Ricliard Morse and 
Homy Ia>adSk Church 
Wardens “ 

224 


Total Cost of Church 


£43^ 3 ' 8 


£3448 o 10 


£3980 ta 3 
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St. George Botolph St. Bartholomew Exchar.g( 

July 1671-March 1679 April 1674-Nov. 1686 


Nicholas Young 

3059 

John Thompson 

3223 

Thomas Horn 

40 

( Robert Browne 

68 

Robert Day 

Thomas Gammon 

415 

8 

Mathew Bancks 

480 

William Cleer 

25 

William Cleer 

29 

John Peachman 

150 

Robert Bates 

324 

John Grove and 
Henry Doogood 

163 

Henry Doogood and 
John Grove 

220 

William Bonnick 
Thomas Dobbins 

497 

70 

Mathew Roberts 
Jeffrey Flexney 

146 

502 

Robert Streeter 

5 

Margarett Pearce 

13 

John Odell 

32 

John Brewin 

70 

John Tillison 

43 

... 


£4509 4 10 


£5077 I 1 



St. Stephen’s Coleman Street 

St. Michael Bassishaw 

Sept. 1674-Sept. 1681 

July 1676-July 1682 


Joshua Marshall 

Joseph Lenns 

2i6o 

John Fitch 

James Floory 

1665 

474 

26 

... 

Abraham Williams 

28 



Robert Horton 

588 



William Cleer 

39 

... 


Richard Howes 

248 

Thomas Hodgkins 

178 


Richard Howes 

2 

George Bowyer 
Robert Horton and 

6 

John Sherw’ood 

398 

Burton 

136 

Thomas Balland 

626 

Thomas Dobbins 

56 

Isaac Fuller and 


Mary Grimes 

9 

Tho. Marter 

29 


Joseph Panton 

54 

George Peowrye 

41 

Humphrey Griffith, 




Church Warden 

82 



£4020 16 6 


£2822 17 I 



St. Christopher’s 

Jan. 1670-May 1675 


St. Foster’s 

July 1670-Oct. 1673 

John Thompson 

742 

John Thompson, 
mason, and Wilcox, 



carpenter 1272 

Mathew Bancks 

338 

Jonathan Wilcox 28 

(carpenter solus) 

William Emmett 

24 

... 

Matthew Holland 

80 

... 

John Grove 

49 

... 

Joseph Franklin 

345 

... 


St. Sepulchre’s 
Aug. 1670-Sept. 1677 


St. Mary Woolnoth 
Feb. 16^-July 1677 



Robert Streeter 22 Widdow Thornhill 

i 

Robert Todd 22 


R. Kellington and 
Jno Elliott, Church 
Wardens 477 


Jno Eaton and 
Tho. Godson, 
Church Wardens 


Account of sums re¬ 
ceived by Dr. 

550 William Bell, 

I Minister 


£2098 12 7 

VOI-. LX VI 


£1853 15 6 




£4993 4 o 


Account of sums re¬ 
ceived by Sir 
Robert Viner 3202 

Thomas Whiting, 

Church Warden zss 

^3457 ■{ 9 

























IX 


BUILDIN'G ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


Tnulcsiitcu 


Su Mildred Poultry 
Scpi. 1670 -Srpt. itifg 


Su Bcnet Kink 

St. Marv U Bnw 

March lOTodVl. TSSi 

July i670-Marcb 1680 


Masons Jasper Lotluim* u<jiu lltoiiuut Cartwright 1838. Thomas Cartwnfjhi 

(' Ja-«p«r Latham recciwd I’onfand stone to the value of 3tf. in pan of uayiiiciit. Beanies 

jC*J09 lu. 61L (Pubiir Cash) littre was paid otit tu& Cun Wrcirs ownc Cub jfaoo f 


UrkkiHyi'rs 

CarpcntiTa 

Joiiicni 

CaiYcrii 

Siiiilha 

Copiicr Smiths 
PlaaterL'm 

Phitnhcra 


F’ainlcra 

CilazirTB 

Cnrlrr* and Labourers 


Sundry 


Total Cost of Cliurcii 


Tradesmen 


Masons 

Bricklayers 

CarpeiiterB 


Joiners 

Carver* 

Smiths 


Copper Siniiha 
Plasterers 


Plumbers 

Painters 

Glaxicis 


Carters and Ijtbourers 
Sundry 


Total Cost of Church 


MomVe Emmett 
Thomas Lock 
Robert Day 
William Cfcer 


Edmund Smith 
William Wells 

l leniy Doogood and 
. John Grove 
Nathanieil Cluim 
Charles Atherton 

Robert Streeter 

James Thompsun 


Henry Stead, Oiurrh 
Warden 
(ptud to Jasnrr 
Latham bciore 
ihix acrompi) 

^ 4<»51 9 7 i 


10 

Nicholas Wood 

.589 

306 

Henry Blowes 

584 

6a 


13 

William CIcer 

24 

368 

James Dovey 

202 

16 



Robert Biid 

3 


John Grove 

'38 

J21 



«>3 

JcITroy Flexncy 

685 

6 

Robert Stm'tcT 

=4 

43 

John Brace 

.sa 

George Peowrie 

1 


aoo 


£4137 to 10 
Leu 7 14 o Discount 

iC4ra9 16 to 


Anthony TanniT 
Mathew tianckH 
Robert Day 
William Cferr 
Tlioiiiu Whiting 
••• 

Jnhn Raster 


John Grwe 
^hn Grove. Juiir. 
Thomas Aldworth 


Robert Str^cr 

John Oliver 

John Simpaun 
James Trahern 
William Cooke 
Martha Hammond 
(for atorage reliant) 
Uiriatupher Taylor 

£8071 18 i 


34H6 


1-301 

I I to 
in 

335 

iia 

st66 


398 

4 > 

780 


lU 

or 

33 

+ 

©o 

too 


St. Lawrence Jewry 
Jan. 1670-May 16M 


St. nHiUfit 
FcK 1670 Nov. f 6 B| 


Si. Dionis Backchunh 
March i67D-Aug. 1686 


Edward Pearre 

Thoitj.1.* Ncmnan 
John Longlnnd 

William Clecr 

TIhnnas Smith 
Bissell and Taydor 
Stqihcn Leaver 


Robert Bird 
(huniaa Mead 


7586 


12 


Joshua Marshall 
Saniucil Kuiki's 


1780 John I.ongIand 


36 William Clecr 


349 

7.5 

«9 


14 

356 


Oiarlea Athrrtoii 1526 


TItumas Larne 
Margaret! I’earcc 
George Peowrie 
William Browne 
Abraham Harris 


£ 11870 t 9 


‘9 

1 

68 

3 


George Drew 
Stcpiteti Ixavcr 


John Grove 


Charles Atherton 
John Cale 

Edward Bird 
Robert Streeter 
Hannah Brace 


8964 

9 


909 


43 

38a 

«5 


200 


889 

20 

7 

>9 

73 


£lt43o 5 II 


John Thoiiipooit 
George Turley 


William Tayloitr 
William Atwell 
RichanI Rending 
Jultn fxmgland 
William Oeer 
*•» 

Stephen Ileatli 
Hemy Brookes 
Gcotge Drew 


Robert Bird 
Johii Giuvc 
Henry Dooguud and 
John Grove 
Wiili.'im Bonnick 

j ohn I.ingard 
ohn George 
Robert Streeter 
Edward Bird 
John Holden 
Fnuuus Moore 


William Ctemmem 
(Anchor Smith) 
John Tnitaan 

^5737 *0 8 


3 ^ 

2 


540 

26 

99 

25 

58 

-u 

•4 

18 

157 




6 

78 

149 

»9 

t2 

37 

4 


12 


12 
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Tower Mary k* Bow 
Sepl. 1671-AuK. 1683 

Tho. Cartwrighj and 
Jno. Thompson 6r7a 
Ed< • “ 


Ward Pearce 
Thonias Horn 
Mathrnr Bancts 

William Grey 
William Qeer 

•*« 

Stephen Leaver 
John Baxter 
Robert Bird 
Meniy l>c>o£oo<i and 
John Grove 
Matthew Roberts 
Thomas Aldworth 
Thomas Freeman 
TItomns Laine 

Samuell Oliver 


Walter Clrmment 
■ (Anchor Smith) 


£7388 8 7J 


4 

»7 

353 

j 

10 

•65 

43 

61 

^30 

23 

297 

»4 

34 

22 


39 


St MichuorsCMiiiliill 

Feb. 16JO Oct 1677 

St.' Maanna 

July 1671-tJct itSrj 

St. Kdmund ihn 
Aug. i(V70-Jnn. 

Nicholaa Young 

2090 

John Thompsutti 

6313" 

Abruham Story 
‘ Robert Waltcm 

Anthon>' Tanner 

t?! 

*•» 


Morrice Emiiirtl 

Thomas Gammon 

426 

Mathew Uaiiclica 

924 

Gcurgv Clioby and 

Rolicrt Day 

William GW^re 

6 

Thomas Lock 


Henry Willtiin* 

38 

William elect 

32 

'Hiomaa Whilhig 

Gcurgv Drew 

140 

Henry Urookes 

399 

Edmund Smith 

Jultn Gruve 

t 33 

*«« 

Jno. Grove and 

Henry Doogoud 

389 

aa« 

DanIL Morrice and 
Jnoi Shei-nxjoJ 

JcfTiey Flc.xiu;y 

0 t 8 

Thomas Dobbins 
Charles Atherton 

25 '1 

f'etter Brent 

1 William Siniili 

Robeit Streeter 

16 

Widdow Pearce 
Edward Bird 

.22 

3 

Rol>«:tt Stre^cr 

John OdcU 

55 

James GoodchJId 
Thomas Knight 

7 

47 

John Brace 

Henry Kus^l 

la 

taa 

John Simpson 

Julm Huy 
fhoiuos Patse 

Walter Clemiiienl 
(Anchor Sniith) 
Joseph M0.X0U 

Dr. Memuii and 

ai6 

10 

Jno.,Green, 

Wm. Sheldon, and 
NatL Attwell, 

Chtirch Wardens 

.390 

aa* 


Fa^ 

‘ ■ 4 

495 

57 <» 

,45 

3«9 


85 

614 

20 

14 

97 

52 

2 

9 


Chufdi WaiUciiH 
£4686 It) 


753 


^9579 19 to 


£5307 11 o 


Christ Church St. Jaitica Gatikkhillic St. Peter's Comhlll 

March 1677-AU5.1601 Sept 1674-May 1687 Oct 1677 Oct 1687 


John Sliorthosc and 

CliriHiophcr Kcinpsicr 2823 

Joshua Marshall 

74 » 

John Crooke 

6648 


Abraham Story 
'Htomas Humphreys 

163a 

It 

Edward Elder 

John How 

30 lluimas Warren 
t<^ Israeli Knowles 

258 

Thomas Warren 

587 

John Longland 

878 

’Hiomas Woodstock 

1068 

Matthew Williams 

69 William Ctecr 

1 . ... 

624 Henry Brookes 

45 

William Clcere 

•9 

• a» 

Richard Howes 

an 

Edward Freeman 
Richard Hows 

93 

H 5 

Henry Doogoud 

ha* 

597 John Grove and 


Robert Bird 

Henry Doogood and 

46 


Henry Doogood 

252 

John Crow 

330 

Mathew Roberts 

1608 Sarah Fn-cniaii 

775 

Tlionuuc Dobbins 

586 

Tlamuta Browne 

29 

Tltomas Aldivorth 

7 

Edward Bird 

20 ^hn Kear 

EdwanI Bint 

12 

7 

Thomas Martyr 

20 

Mathew Gemniinv 

116 George Peowryt- 

63 

John Odell 

35 

John Shford 

22 


Bartholomew Scott 

51 

£11778 9 6 

i 

I ^5357 «2 to 


Wm. Slcrmey and 
Rulit. Rowland, 
Church Wardens 
£5647 : 8*2 

397 



D « 



St Uennefs Foal'a Wlurf 
Dec. iSjT-ADg. 1665 


Edward Strong 

1859 

«af 

laracll Knowles 

655 

William Cfecr 

18 

*•> 

Stephen Leaver 148' 

Samuell Colhoum 6'« 

Thomas Hodgkins 15 

Bryan Stephen, executor 
tu Stephen l.eavcr -"7 

Robert Bird 17 

Henry Doogood and 

Jno. Grove 127 

Mathew Roberts 

421 

riinmas Laine 

22 

George Pcowryc- 

35 


£3338 iB I to 
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BUII.DING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


TradrftniMl 

MmmM 

Rricklayrrs 

Carpenters 

Joiners 

Car\'eni 

Smiths 

Copper Smiths 
Plasterers 

Plumbers 

Painters 

Glaziers 

Carters and Labourers 
Sundry 

Total Coat of Cliurcii 


Si. Martin's Ludgate 
March 1677 April 16^ 

Nirholaa Young 3138 

Allan Oarway 82 

TTiomas Horn 118 

Heniy Blowes 587 

Robert Oay 97 

Mathew Rancks a6o 

William Draper 26 

William Kmmctt 6 

S.amue]| Colboiuit 87 

Stephen I^eaver tio 

Robert Bird 11 

Henry Doogood and 
Jno. Grove 241 

Jolin Talbot 182 

Peltcr Read 350 

Edward Uird 7 

Edward Uird and 
'Iltamaa Lainc. 8 

Richard iknvlcr 3 

Richard Pindar 27 

John Slyford 28 


£5378 9 7 


Allhalluw the Great 
April i(>77 June 1667 


William Hammond 

347 

Thomas Morn 

55 

Robert Day 

795 

Thoinaa Powell 

4 

William Qecr 

20 

William Smith 

Henry Brookes 

7 ^ 

3* *7 


Heniy Dougt^ and 


Jna Grovf ' 

23 

John ShcrwtKxl 

>•44 

Edward Phillips 

3 

Edward Bird 

2 

William Thompson 

1 

Thomas Laine 

13 

Richard Oiamlcy 

60 

Bartholomew Scott 

til 




St Swilliin'a 
Aug. 1677-Oct 1687 


Joshua Marahall 2309 

Somuell Kulkca 117 

John Luiigbiid 749 

William Clecr an 

Edmund Smitli 208 

Stephun Leaver t 

SamucII Colboiim 6 

' Robert Bird 48 

Henry Doogood 

John George 930 

Dorcas Veare 11 

Wiiliahi Thompson xi 

Edward Uird 1 

Richard Bowler 41 


y y 


£4687 4 6 


Tradesmen 


Masons 

Bricklayers 

Carpeuteis 
J oiners 

Carvers 

Smitits 


Copper Sinitlu 
Pliulercja 

Plumbers 

Paintcra 

Glaziers 

Col ters and LalMiurers 
Sund^ 

Total Cost of Church 


Si. Rennet's Craccchurch 
Aug. t68i-Aug 1687 

TItumas Wise 2658 


ohn 1 .ongland 74a 

Villiam Clctre 14 

Thomas Smith 63 

Samuell Colboutii 131 

Bryan Stcpiiciu 3 

Robert Bird a8 

Henry Dui^good and 
Jno. Grove 128 

John George 417 

Mathew Roberts 320 

Edward Bird 30 

Samuel RningiT 42 


^ 45®3 9 51 


St Mary Abchnrch 
Aug. 1681 -Nov. ihB; 

ChrUtopher Kempoter 169^ 
John Bridges 259 

John Evans 144 

Thomas Woodstock ri^ 

William Grey ab 

• «a 

Tliomas Hodgkins 124 

Henry Brookes 23a 

Bryan Stephens 1 

Robert Bird 58 

Henry Doogood and 
Jno. Grove 144 

Thomas Dobbins 934 

Sarah Fieeman 2 

William Thompson 16 

Edward Uird 16 

Ilcniy Bray 49 

Bartholomew Seott 38 

j William Newton (slater) 55 
£4923 2 4l 


St Magdalen, Old Fi»li St 
Feb. i683<Ckt. 1^7 


Edward Strong 2776 

• •e 

Israeli Knowles 507 

Richard Kcdgc. 14 

Jonalluui Maine 6 

'llioniaa Hodgkins 346 

Robert Bird 11 

' Henry Doc^;ood 144 

Jolm Wilkins 518 

Matthew Roberts *’ tt 
Ethvard Uird 21 

John Ciaridge .|o 

Uartliolomi'w Scott 3 

• •• 


£439* la yi 
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1 <>;i. i6jJ-Jmic 1687 


St. Auffiin't 
Aiij}. lAdo-May 16H7 


St Atnholin'it 
Feb. ibTft-Aiit;. 1691 


St Mtidml Hrrad .Sirnet 
Jan. lARi-Aug. >687 


Samuel Fnikea 

1888 

Edward Strong 

2190 

I'bomas Caitwriglit 

35=»4 

Edward Strong 

87a 

f 


• a* 


Edward Elder 

67 

Thunuu Horn 

825 





Thomas Hum 

t 3 



John I^ingland 

586 

Israeli Knowles 

444 

John Longland 

736 

Israeli Knowles 

696 




[1 William Atwell 

30 

llioiiuui Woodstock 

6 

Wiliiam Cleer 


William Draper 

3 ® 

William Cleere 

35 

William Cleere 


••• 


Jonathan Maine 

4 

as* 




Richard Howes 

•65 

Tliomas Hodgkins 

irb 

Stephen iJeaver 

146 

Stephen Leaver 

ti8 





Samuell Colbotim’ 

33 

Samuell Colboum 

-. 1 . 

53 

... 


«a» 


Robert Bird 

5 ® 

R<d>ert Bird 

38 

Henry Doogood .ind 


Henry Doogood 

5 

•' Hrnry Doogood 

» 5 * 

Hemy Doogood and 


Jna Grove 

136 

John tombra 

98 



Jno, Grove 

271 

Mathew Roberta 

5*9 

M.ithew Roberts 

ao7 

Mathew Roberts 

702 

Mathew Roberts 

738 

^Tllotnas Laine 

4 

Edward Bird 

4 

Tliomas (.atne 

3 

Edward Bird 

29 

Edward Binl 

3 

Thomas Laine 

4 

Edward Bird 

29 



I Rirhanl] Jovner 

30 

John Brewer 

39 

William Woodrooft 

38 

Elizabeth Peowric 

38 





Francis Moore 

3 

Francis Moore 

6 

aa« 




*&• 


Bartholomew Scott 

3 

• as 


Thomas Young 

4 

William Atwell, 


• •• 




(Slater) 


Church Warden 

35 



^3348 7 3 


^ 3 < 4 S 3 

to 

£3685 5 lOl 


^ 37 <« *3 84 


SEMinliew^'Tridtw St 

St Clement's East 

Ch^ 

1; i^.AffinL‘a^Wood Street 

St. Margann I'attma 



March 1683 Oc|. 1687’ j 

1.^ ^pta. ftbS^AprU 1S87 

Peb. iSB^-July tOSp 


Edward Pearce 

710 

Edwanl Strong 

2661 

Samuell Fulkcs 

1946 

Samuell Fulkes 3304 

Tliomas Horn 

474 

■ 




John Evans 

5 * 


John LonKloitd 
.WiUiam Cleo- 


Strphtai Lcikvtr wtUi 
hw excculut* itryan 
Stqtlienai,. '**' 
Ssmuell Coibbum 


Hcniy OoogiMid anti 
Jno. Grove 
MoUirw Roberta 

Edward 

Klizaltcth Prowric 


£0301 8 2 


4»7 

9 


57 

70 


98 ‘ 
4 ^ I 

10 I 

2O I 


txntell Knowits 530 

Williani Gray 


MaUicw Baikkea 409 

WtUiMiii Clct:r 31 


ftmnphrey Clay 


Jno. Grove and 
Henry Doo^ood 
Thomnn Dubbins 
Mathew Rubcits 
William TItunipsoii 

James Thomiwon 

Bartholomew ScoU 

fc-1365 3 44 


336 'l*honuu ilodgkiiu 124 


Jno.'Grave ami 
t.<S2 Henry Doogood 
588 Peter Read 
9 

ty Edward Bird 

53 Matthew JannAlne 
(? Gcmiainel 
17 


Thomas Woodstock' 
WUnam Cleer ‘‘ 
'I'homaa Poultney 

• a* 

Edmund Smith 
Humphn^ Clay 


, Jno. Grove and 
195 Henry Dr^ood 
431 Jainva l^bbina and 
Step. Smart 

12 William Thompson 


*5 


^3165 


SanuiL'II Rainger 
Oartlmlnmcw Scott 
£4986 18 


613 

5»7 

3 

228 

t8 


198 

/I 

M 

5<5 

5* 
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BIIIT.DING ACCOUNTS OF CTIT CHURCHES 


Tradcfincn 


Masons 

Rricklayei's 

Carpenters 


Joiners 


Carvers 

Smiths 


Copper Smith* 
Plasterers 

Plumbers 

PainicfB 

Glaziers 

Carters and Labourers 


^ ■ " I ' t— ■ II — 

Su Michael’s Crooked Lane 
Sept. t6&|-Dcc 


William Manithbnd 
John Evans 
Kobert Day 
Mathew Danckes 
hmes Grove 
Thomas DimnhiM 
William CIcer 


I 


V533 

75 

3 * 

405 

18 

54 


' Henry Brookes 34S 

Eliz. Clar, executor tu 
Humphrey Clay 4 

I lenry Dopgo)^ tuKl 
Jno, Grove ii8 

Edward PhillifNi 734 

William ’rhrnnpaon iq 

I James riiominon 46 

Uartholomew Scott 


Sundry 

1 Ota] Cost of Church 


^4541 5 ** 


St. Margaret's l.othbury St. Mury Somcract 

May i<i86' Moy i<5o3 May idm-Dcc. 1694 


Sainurlt Fulknt 

.TTIS 

1 ^ ^ 

1 Christopher Kempsta 4i«o 

«»• 


John Evans 


John I.<ongland 

793 

James Grove 

Wi'lltam Cleer 

59 

Clines f iopaon 
William CIccr 


Ml 

Richard Howes 

398 

Thomas Hod^ins 

413 

• •a 

Henry Doc^ood 

»37 

Henry Doogood 

146 

Mathew Roberts 

635 

Mathew . Roberta 

549 

Nicholas Sheppard 

o 4 Edward Bird 

to 

Francis Moore 

5 » 

Mathew Jarmaine 

50 

Rartholontew Scott 

49 

Bartholomew Soott 

no 

^5340 8 1 

James Hurst 

*•« 

£6579 t8 ti 

33 


T mdesmen 


Masons 

Brieklayers 

Cirpcnteis 

Joiners 

Carvers 

Smiths 

Copper Smiths 

Plasterers 

Plumbers 

Painters 

Glaziers 

Carters ami Labrntrers 


Sund; 




Cost of Church 


AIJliollows Lwiitbatd Street 
May 1686 Dec. 1694 

John Thompson 4309 

Charles King to 

John Evans 

Thomas Woodstock 1314^ 

Widow ClcCT 63’ 

John MUIi-r 14 

Humphrey Clay 636 


Henry Dougood ^*9 

Edwainl Beard 1068' 

Williatn Thompson 36 


Francia Moor 
Joinea Hirrst 




£8058 15 6 


St, Andrew's Wardrobe 
' Sept. i6t^Aug.zti9s 


Nicholas Young 
Thorms Horn 

nhn Longland 
sracll Knowles 
%oger Davis 
Widow CIccr 
Jonathon Maine 
SaiuucU CollMium 
Thomaa Colboum 
• •• 

licury Dougood 
Malliew Roberts- 
Pcltcr Read 
Widow Cooke 


Frands Moor 
Bartholomew Scott 
James Hurst 

£7060 16 11 


3378 
' 933 

»730 

63 

364 

5*4 

95 

304 

5 ‘ 

.398 

3 

49 

43 

'2 


St. Mkhaera Royall 
Oct. tAB^Dee. 1694 


Edwanl Strong 

*aa 

Thomas Denning 
Wllllaui CJccr 


Ann Bruukes - 
Humphrey Clay 

r *** 

Henry noogi>od 
lliomas Doobtrts 


4766 

9 ^ 

49 

38 

5 ^ 

675 


*7 


Edward Bird 
William Thompson 
Samiiell Raiuger ■'59 

James Hunt 107 

a*« * 

^7455 7 *9 


























APPENDIX III 


THE COMPLETE BILLS FOR ST. MARY-LE-BOVV AND BOW TOWER 


The Roman figures in the first money columns are copied from the original accounts. The italic 
figures in the second columns are the estimated prices the work would cost in 1915. See supplementary 
paper, pp. 11-13. 


To James Traherne for mony by him laid out for labou" Imployed 
in cleering and moueing the Rubbish which came from the upper part 
of the Tower Sept: 16: 1671. 


EslimaUd cost of 
the work in 1915. 


@ £, s. d. 


Edward Turner 5 dayes at xviy** 

Charles Lewis 5 at 

Henry Henley 5 at 

Anthony Willy 5 at 

Henry Laine 5 at 

Oliver Chambers 5 at 

George Fidoe 2 at 

William Vigers 3 at 

Laid out for baskets and a Rope 

By an account given in Saterday the 9: of Sep‘ 

To James Traherne for Overseeing them 

ffor the Carridge of 34 load of Rubbish at 


0 

7 

61 





0 

7 

6 





0 

7 

6 





0 

0 

7 

7 

6 

6 

7/6 

n 

2 

6 

0 

7 

6 





0 

*7 

0 

0 





0 

4 

6 j 





0 

8 

0 



s 

0 

10 

10 

0 

say 

42 

0 

0 

I 

10 

0 


6 

0 

0 

I 

19 

8 

4/- 

6 

16 

0 

17 

0 

2 






To Anthony Tanner Bricklay’’ for worke done by him from y® 
founda: to the Top of the Watertable. Oct: 21. 1671. 


ffor the foundation on the Soutli, East and North Side 
76 Rod |: 16^ at under w'"'* measure is comprised al 
allteracbns of y' foundations at xlviij’ 
ffor 2 Rod. 33^ of Brickworke in peeceing the Old Vault 
to the new peer and about making f halfe peer on the 
East side, and the g‘ Peer in y' Vault and under y' 
Pilaster by the East window at v^ x* 

Allowed for banding y' Rubble of the South founda: 22™ 5' 
of bricks at xiiij* 

ffor digging and breaking through y' Arch of y' Old Vault 
for y“ g‘ Peer 

ffor digging y' halfe peer on the East at 


184 6 8 II 3 


I I 

13 

9 

340/- 

36 

i 

3 

15 

'5 

0 


47 

f 

0 

0 

8 

0 


/ 

8 

0 

0 

5 

0 


/ 

0 

0 
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BUILDING ACCOUNl'S OF CITY CHURCHES 


flfor illging y' fouiHla: of y' I’ecr in y* Cellar Coni it y*** 
al VI** 

ffor o|KMiing y“ TouiidS: to y* 5 v>iith Uctween y*” Church anil 
Court of Arches 4' ticep Cone: 26 y** at vj** 

By him laid out for Scverall labourers for Carrying of 
rubbish out of the Vault and Row lane into Chcapsidc 


o iS 0 
o i.y o 

>50 

2 t6 4 IT 

To James^ Traherne for mony by liim laid out for lalxSurcrs in 
clercing the Vaults and Cann ing atray Rubbish from Monday the ih** 
to Saterday 23 Sep* 1671 

Edwaol Wilham^s, Charles Lewis, Henry Henley, 

Anthony \Villis, Henry Laine, Oliver Chambers, 

Geo; I'idoe and W^ill: Vigers in all being 6 ilayes 
each ,j8 at xviy"* 

fliom Monday 25. to Saterday 30, of Sept’ M* Clark for 
^ Carridge of 40 loads of Rubbish at xiiij*' 

Geo; A Meson 12 loades of Rubbish at 
nbr 81 i of Candles at iiij'* ob |)or ti 
Elwis Gnggs 106 loadcs of Rubbish at xiiij 
To James 'Iralteme for his attendance 2 weekes 
ffor 8 lalwurcrs 48 dayes from y 25 to y3o: of September 

•7 u 4 

To Anthony Tanner Bricklay for worke'done by him at the height 
of 8 fo* alxjve ihe water table on the west South and East Sides of the 
Church and East Side of the Court of Arches. SepL 23 1671 

l^or 53 Rod J: 23' of new Brickworkc per x* 296 2 o 

flbr I Rod j; 18' of nibble wall in a Pcerc in y* fonntaine 
at y” West end—xlviij* ^ i j q 

299 17 o 

To Mathew Bankes Carpeni' for worke.done by him about Planking 
and Shoaring die foundation and the Steeple, and in nullihe d6wn the 
uper floor of the Staple, and Centering to y' Ix^wes of y Steeple, and 

9 i‘^ Timber in . a Vault under the ChOr; ami tnaking 
a hird in Chcapside Nou' 10: (71) * 

ffor 68j dayes worke at iij* and 58f dayes workc at ij- vj‘> 
and 14 daj-es at xviij'’ and 6 ilayes at iij* iiij'> and 8 
da}'w at lij* vj'* and 16 dayes at ij* viij** and 4 dayes at v* 
ffor nailes too w*** lunges and a lock at 
iTor 206 whole deals & 6 Slill at 9 
ITor y use and Cutting to wast of Shoares 
ffor 36d of 3 Inch Oaken plaiikc at vj'* 

»Tor Carting of Shoares and deales and Planks and Timber 
Gont: 28 load at ii* vj'' 

ffor 97^“ of Solid jirr timlM-r lieing Cult into Seucrall 
Scantlings at KyJ** 


(U 

rA 


340/' 


i^or 


l •(. 

0 f o 

/ft/19 
V 0 9 


3 

0 

7/6 

tH 

0 

0 

2 6 

8 

4h 

a 

c 

9 

0 14 

0 

4/' 


ft 

0 

0 $ 

0 

6<i. 


4 

9 

f> 3 

8 

4/- 


4 

0 

I 0 

<S 


4 

0 

0 

3 12 

0 


iS 

0 

0 


3 9 
to 19 3 


24 


2 


93 tS 

» 

2 

»5 

8 


if 

6 

9 

9 

0 


tr tfi 

0 

3 

6 

0 


3 a 

0 

9 

0 

6 

y- 

3^ 2 

e 

3 

10 

0 


htdttiied 

6 

9 

-1 


to 18 

3 
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•Tor the use aiul hreakinf; of a Tackle Rope 
•Tor a warrant to make a hurd in Cheapadc 


Measures following (Viz). 

For 8 o(/ of iM?w Ashler in the Great Buttress on j"* North 
west ComtT at ij* viij* 
fTor 404' of Old Ashler new Sett att at vfij* 

•Tor 11. Rod. of Rubble in tlte Same Buttress att I* 
flbr lajc/of new Ashler in the new Buttress to y* South 
West Comer at ij* viij*’ 
ffor 358' of block Slone for biitul at ij* viij'^ 
ffor 2 Rod *. of Rubble wall in the Same Buttress at ij* x* 


To Thomas Cartwright Mason for 1150^ of new asiiler 
lictwceh / Ihiitresses on y* west Side of SieeiJc at ij* viij'^ 
flbr of a Rod of Rubble within at y* west Side of y* 
Steeple at 

(Tor?105^ of new Asiiler at y* Ea-st Corner of y* Steeple 
at ij* viij'' 

Allow'cd for y* Extraordinary Scaffolding at 


To Thomas Cartwright Mason for pulling do'® pait of 
y* Old Chur: and Clecrin^iway Rubbish accord: to contract 
•Tor pulling down pan of y* Old Tower from y* Dcll-lofi 
downward and digging y* foundation of y' New Tower 
by Contract at 

ffor 81 Rod 65^ of Rubble \vorke iniy^ foundation of y* 
New Tower to the Pavement of y" Street at 
flbr Setting 749* of rotigh Block Stone in a Courses 
Cramjjetl in yr found (the Stone being delivered at iij') 


To Martha Hannnond wid. in part of Rent continuing 
from Lady Day 167 i. for her Cellars under Bow, us^ for 
a Store house to keepTimb^and Materialls for y* Building 
accord: to agreem* made by M’ Traherne Church-wanlen, 
and M'’ VVootlroofe 

To Thomas Cartu'ri^t Mason for worke tlone by him at B<>w Chu?: 
being Measur'd uu to the; top of y' Transumes of 3 wnd. on the Ea.st 
of y' IxKly of y* ChuF;, Item to the top of y* Transumes of 3 wiiubw's 
on the South Side, and to y” like height of one w'indow on ye South 
west Comer and the Miilliona of all the Said wind; Item y* 4 Pillasters 
and Im[)OMta on y* South Side to y* under Siilc of y* Imposts, and 

VOL. LXVl •< 






£, 

r. 

d. 

I 

0 

0 


i 

0 

0 

0 

.3 

4 


} 

? 

0 

59 

>7 

0 





t Re)utirint; 





ticulars and 





106 

• 3 

4 

to/6 

420 

0 

0 

«3 

9 

•1 

,/6 

to 

6 

0 

27 

to 

0 

140/- 


0 

0 

164 

0 

0 

10/6 

64 f 

• f 

c 

47 

•4 

8 

\o/6 

t!t? 

♦P 

0 

6 

*7 

6 


>P 

T 

0 

366 

4 

to 





« 5 .i 

6 

8 

to/6 

6oj 

>y 

0 

1 

«7 

6 

> 40 '- 

f 

s 

0 

»4 

0 

0 

to/6 

rf 

t 

6 

5 

0 

0 


r 

0 

0 

*74 

4 

2 





60 

0 

U 


iSo 

0 

0 

160 

0 

0 


fOO 

0 

0 

«95 

11 

0 

t40/- 

TTO 

H 

s 

9 

7 

3 

6tt. 

t!t 

>4 

6 

424 

18 

3 





10 

0 

0 


to 

0 

0 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


4 PUlasters; against y' wall. Item 2 halfc pillars . . . on each Side of/ 
west dor^ and 2 halfe Pilbrs on each Side the Middle East window, 
Md one halfc Pillar on / North East Comer all to y* Same lught w*'' 
die former (Wi) ta' 7* high from / upside of y bases. Item the whole 
f^uth and west dores, Item y” Outside worke walertable, and all the 
Eight Rustic Collies to / highi of 19' 6*" from y* upside of / 
watertable. Item y* Ashler and Watertable under / Vestry- window. 

For 1443' of Portland Ashler at ij* 

(for 3151' Sup" Measure of Ponland at xvlij** 
fibr 1776^ of block at ij’ vj** 

ffor working and Setting 46^ of Old Ashler under v* 

Watertable at iiij'' ob 

ffor Allow.ince fur Additional! worke over & above Ashler 
In the Kastick Coines being 344^ at vj'' 

4 3 

To Char: Taylor of the Parrish of S‘ Mary le: How 
London the Summe of one hundred pounds being so 
mucli allow'd to him in consider; of Some grouml to 
Inlarge y* S'* Chu?. accord, to an Order of y* L** CotTiisV* 
dated lunc y 28: 70 & of an Order Oct' 27; 70 

To Martha HaiTion, Wid: more in full for one years 
Rent due at our Lady ilay 1672. for her Cellare under 
Bow- used for a Store house to keep timlier and Materiall.s 
for the Building according to Agreem' Made by M'Trahcrne 
Chuf; warden and M' W^lroofe, the Summe of 

To John Baxter Smidi for worke delivered into Bow Steeple 
Janav' February' and March 167!. 

ffor 48: 3: 23 of Cramps at xxxij’ per Cent 
ffor 14: hookes w* 2': of: at nij** 


too o 


to o o 


•To deduct for 12': of Old Iron tW to y Said Baxter 
at xv* 


78 6 
82 


7 ,. 

8 


‘ 3 


939 


Remains 72 17 6 

y «f ‘I’e "hole worke 

1. „ K?"* K Exceptimj y Arete ami 

ihe whl: h, "" 

Ifor * 55 ^ 5" Portland Ashler at ijs 
ffor 658' of freestone Ashler at ijs vj'' 
ffor 348 F workman^ of Portland Stone xviij'' 
ffor 282' of workman**' of frc#.*stone Sup" at xiili** 
ffor 2698' 3-' of Block at ij* vj< 




2#/- 

i 7 /‘ 


jC s. d. 


204 

8 

6 

io/rf 

7 r 7 

ti 

6 

236 

6 

6 





222 

0 

0 

to/6 

111 

H 

0 

0 

17 

3 


4 

13 

0 

8 

12 

0 






too 0 0 


to 0 0 


3 


to 

•4 


9 

0 


22 0 2 

10/6 

n 

It 

S2 5 0 

7 /’ 

164 to 

0 

26 t I 6 




16 9 0 




337 5 7 

to/6 

1416 it 

H 

willi luodcni pnwticc, to a 

ifeparait lull at the end. 






DESIGNED BY SIR" ClIRISTOrilER WREN 

Allowed for 155^ of KusUck Coines more then plolne 
Aslilcr at vj'* 

(Tor cirving 10 CunnthSn. Capiulls round at viij^ each 
flor Carving 7 Clieriiliinti luRtds at xv' each 
iTor Carving Scf of Impost molding at iij* 
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Plate &c- 

(Tor 63 Rod 51^ of Brickvvorkc reduced to brick J at x* 
(Tor 7 Rod. wanting 14^ of Rubble workc at xlviij* 


To John Baxter Smith for 10“; a': 27“ of window barn» 
in the Church at xxviij* |>er c. 

To John Simpson for digging and Carrying away 1 
foundations of the Church of Bow &c July 31 1673 

ffor 425 y'** 20' in depth on the'South Side of Row at ij* vj** 
ffor diging and carrying away 525 y'^ Lesser depth at ij* 
ffor 16 y*** of diging and t'llllng at y* Sontli west corner at ix^ 
ffor 52 y^ of di^ng and carrying away at y*' east end at xxij** 
(Tor 60 y** at y* .South east comer at xxij'* 
n'or 50 y** of diging and carrying away at >■ South west 
comer at .vxij'* 

ffor 13 y** of diging at North end at vj** 

flfor 193 y** of lining and (tiling at y* west comer at xij'* 


To John Simpson for taking downe y* pinicles Rowes. 
Railcm" and top of y" Old Steeple of S‘ Mary Lc Bow. 
Chur: to Uie bottom of y G' windowes at 
ffor pulling downe y* walls of Pancaras Oiurcli and 
carrying the Stones to Bow Church at 





jC 

t. 

d. 

3 «7 

6 





80 0 

0 


ifo 

0 

0 

5 5 

0 

Sof- 

17 

to 

u 

12 0 

0 

•t/- 

60 

0 

0 

820 3 

9 





[«V] aboue 





. and South 





Side of 






H 7 7 

0 

34V- 

t 074 

3 

9 

to 13 

0 

14®/- 

' 4S 

12 

to 

364 0 

0 





t5 0 

9 


/r 

9 .. 

P 

irtit in (he 





53 = 

6 

7/6 

fr 9 

7 

6 

52 10 

0 


ir 

10 

0 

0 12 

0 

}/6 

1 

4 

0 

4 »5 


1 




5 *0 

0 1 

f t6i (ii 





1 

\ s/' 


to 

0 

•1 n 

sl 

1 




0 6 

f> 

V* 


•f 

0 

V ‘3 

0 

t/6 

•4 

9 


t 

0 





20 0 

0 


80 

0 

0 

4 ‘4 

2 


18 

16 

8 

24 14 

2 






To Martha Hatnmon Widow, the Sumc of twenty 
|x>unds in full of all demands whatsocucr for her. Cellars 
under Bow Church used for a Store house to keep Timlter 
& Materialls for y* Building: the Said Cellars being ttd. 
into Custoty [r 4 :] the 25*^* of March last jtast I Say Reccl 
this 9** of Aug* 1673.' 20 o o 

To Thomas Cartwright Mason, this Measurm' being Cornice on 
y South Side, and y comice on y* Fronlispccce west, the Streight 
Cornice Last, a Small Relumes of cornice to y facia East & w^i, the 
Copcing on y* East Gavcll. 2 Small Ovall wind, 4 round wind: y* coines 

B 2 


0 0 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OB CITY CHURCHES 

(ip 


up lo y' Cornlco East and. west watertablo, ami A.shler from y* Stfcplc 
to y" Chur Measd. Sept' 5; 1673. 

ffor 314* df* of Portland Slone Ashler at ij* x'* 30 
dor 1757* 4 '" of Portland Stone workman''' Sufi*' Mea.sur 


xviij** 


Ifor 173.V 3 ** of Block at Ij* vj^ 

ftbr 119 ^ of Coines to be allowed more tlien Portland 
Ashler at \*j'* 


To Mathew Bunkes Carpcni' for 59 Sq 6' of rofing 
together w'* the Ovall deling am) ribbs thereof at x* 

tfor 145' of Guttering iB*" broad run; planck'd w*** 2*" Oakc 
pianck at xviij’* 

Ifor 6 Wind; in y’ Roofe 9' 3*" high 6* 3'" witle w'" Arch?: 

& Comp-iss cornice at lilj^: xv* 

Ifor 45Sq. j8*of quartering & boarding in y* Chcekes of 
y windows at xxiiij* 

ffor 5 Sq. \ of braqetting for y* Streight Moulding on y* 
North & 5 >oudi Sides of y* Chur: ouer y* heads of y* 
Wind at nij'* * 

bragetting lietU mouldings in y* deling 
o: Siiles of y* windowes at iiij** 
flbr 1 91' of bragetting for y* G' cornice 4* girt 2* broad on 
y- top at iij* 

ffor bragetting for the cornice at the East and west ends 
iKTing 36' long 3' girt at 

iTor 8 Sq. lo* of Centering in y* Brickworke for alt dtircs 
iv: wind in y* cliur; xviij* 

(Tor 17 Sq. 40* of brajretting in y* compass CIcling in y' 
North and South Isles att xxv* 
ffor Oaken Tiitil>er laid into y* walls 400' long 4" Sq. 288' 
long. 7-3‘"Sq ' 


1 o I homas Ahlworth Pinin' for lead dtt: in from Ap" 111 73 toDeC 73 

Ifor 49‘^*" 6' f 26" of Sheet lead at xvij^ x*. per Tunn 
Ifor o: 2: 3: 25I of S.?{ldar at lx** 
ifor ao'; 2'*: o: of lead to y* Masons at xv* vj** 
ffor Soildar and workc in making 4 Cisterns at 

ffor Stnlar and workc for 8 pifx^s each 10* long at xviij 
per Icngtit 

iTor Spikes and Nnilen at 

ffor worke mending the lead where it wa.s Stole at 




To lie dcdil: for Cutting.^ 38*; 2’': 24“ at xvij* vj" and 
Sodcr w" 11“: at i.x’* 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


To John Baxter Smith for worke done from Jan’’^ 72: to 

Dec® 

1673. 

@ 

£ 

s. 

d. 

ffor cramps bolts and Straps w" 24': 2‘» 27” at xxxij* 

39 

11 

8 

i~/- 

39 

ii 

8 

ffor window barrs w“ 35: 0: 27. at xxviij* 

49 

6 

9 

28/- 

49 

6 

9 

ffor 12 Staples and Spikes 

0 

6 

8 

s 

0 

ffor a bolt 2 Staples and padlock at 

0 

2 

6 



10 

0 

ffor 20 keyes 12 Spikes & a padlock at 

02 

9 

0 



10 

0 


91 

16 

7 





To Anthony Tanner liricklay’’ for 28 Rod of brickworke 








reduced to brick & | dedu: being taken out at x® 

154 

0 

0 

340/- 

476 

0 

0 

To Mathew Bankes Carpent'' for worke done about 

making 

the 





Winding Staires in the Old Steeple 

ffor y*" Staires up to y' top of y'= first floore ass [j/t] by 
Agr”‘ made Aug‘ 2: 70. 








45 

0 

0 


13s 

0 

0 

ffor y' Staires from y' first floore up to the BelPloft as by 








Agreem* made Octo*^ 13: 1670. 

37 

0 

0 


III 

0 

0 


82 

0 

0 





To John Grove. Plaister*^ for 552 y**® of Lathing and 




• 




Plaistering at xiiij** 

32 

4 

10 

V 4 

64 

8 

0 

ffor 501 y**® 1 of Rendering att vij** 

14 

12 

6 

1/2 

-9 

X 

i 

ffor 421 y"^® of whiting y' Stoneworke at ij** 

3 

10 

2 

2d. 

3 

10 

2 

ffor whiting y' Capitalls att 

I 

10 

0 


i 

10 

0 

ffor y*" 2 ribbs at y“ ends 119^ long 3^ 6'” girt w'*’ flowres & 








moulding enrichet at v® per foot runing 
ffor y“ 2 Ribbs in the Middle 119*^ long 5*^ 8'" girt w'** 
flowers & mouldings enrich’t at vj® vj‘* per foot runing 

29 

15 

0 

7/- 

41 

13 

0 

39 

>3 

4 

10/- 

f 9 

10 

0 

ffor y® 2 beames over the wind: betwen y*" Ribbs each 58^ 








long 4*^ 10'” girt enricht w'** foliage at iiij® vj** 

26 

2 

0 

7/- 

40 

12 

0 

ffor 620*^ Batt: moulding enrichet 15'“ girt at xviij** 

46 

10 

0 

2/- 

62 

0 

0 

ffor 74^ Impost moulding enricht over y® East & west 






window girt 2^ 4“ at xx** 

6 

'y 

0 

4 

i /9 

13 

17 

6 

flor y® bodyes of 4 Pedestalls conf: 24' in length 3^ 6” girt at 

I 

10 

0 

lj6 

i 

16 

0 

ffor base moulding 22Mong 2^ 4'” girt at xviij‘' runing 
ffor plaine Architrave Moulding ab‘ y' east and west window 
cont 96*^ in length 2' girt at xv"^ 

I 

13 

0 

2/6 

2 

If 

0 

6 

0 

0 

1/6 

7 

4 

0 

ffor y® 2 wreathes ab‘ 2 round windows 3P long w'** the 







festoones and knots and Compartments at 

4 

10 

0 

147/- 

14 

14 

0 

ffor y® G‘ modilion Cornice 19P long 4^ i'“ girt at v® vj^* 

52 

10 

6 

4/6 

42 

19 

6 

ffor y®Lesser cornice w*'* one enrichm* 36^ long 2' i'“ girt at iij® 

5 

8 

0 

3 /- 

X 

8 

0 

ffor 2 Urnes each 3*^ 6‘" high at 
ffor 1500 y*^ of whiting at ij"^ 

5 

0 

0 

£4 

8 

0 

0 

12 

10 

0 

2d. 

12 

10 

0 

Allowed for y® high Scaffolding att 

10 

0 

0 


20 

0 

0 


298 

2 

8 





To William Cleere Joyn® for 2 paire of Large outside 








dores with Compass heads 2“ \ thick Mitered at per paire x^ 

20 

0 

0 


40 

0 

0 
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30 BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


To Mauhi.'W Caq^cnt' for of Bragetting in 

Impost montding Sc in ihu Pevlastalls and bastes and 
plinths at east and wiisi ends of ihc Church at iiij’’ 
nor 9 So. 61' of outside parti: boarded with whole deal & 
Bateod at xxx* 

ffor 4 Sep of roofe boarded w*'* Slit deal to keep y* walla elry ui 
ffor 7 Sq. j.S' of Centering y* Vaults at xx* 
tTor 4 Umes 3' high 2' wide at 

ffor a jKcece of Oake 6 & 9*" Sq. used ab* y Suures going 
downc into dn: Vault at 


To Robert Streeter Seij' Painter for 327 yards 1' of 
Iron barrs 3*" girt at j‘’ ob 
ffor 174 y** 2^ of Ijarrs 4** 5 girt at ij** q 
ffor 387 )**• of barrs 6‘" girt at iij** 

•Tor 33 of Stone colour in Oyle in ye l^nthornes 
windows and 2 dores at xij‘* 
ffor 7 Casments and frames each at ix** 


To Thomas Cartwright Mason for 54' of plane Pnrlieck 
Step going into y Vaults at ijs iiij*^ 
ffor 69' 4*“ of PonianU Step wrought w”* a IwUle it fillet 
bid at y South entrance allowing for y Reiurnes of y 
ends at iij* vj'* 

(Tor 17* of Portland Step wrought with a bottle & fillet 
20*" broad laid at y South and west dores at iiij* vj*' 
ffor 49' ro** of compass Step wrought with a lx>ltle & fillet 
laid at the west entrance at iiij* 
ffor 15^ of purbeck paving at y* Soutli harth jiace vlij** 
ffor 50' J of Portland Ashler at y* South entrance at ij' x** 
ffor 93^ of Portland Ashler in making up y* liofc going 
into y* Vaul^ at y* cast end at ij* vj*' 
ffor 83' of Portland copdng on the South avails 6*' thick 
14*“ broad iij* x** 

ffor 33^ of Portland Siabb behind this copeing being a* 6‘“ 
_ broad 6** thick at iij* vj'* runing 

ffor 57' of Portbnil Copeing wrought w’** a running mould 
ing laid on the cast and west wings being ao'“ broad 
6" thick at v* 

ffor 57* of {lort: Siabb behind y* copeing 20"' broad 6'" 
^ thick at ij* vj** runjV 

ffor (2* of Cojxsing 14* broad 6"* thick at iij* x*’ runing 
ffor 03* of cofjcing in y North wall r3‘“ broad 4*" thick 
at ij* vj"* 

ffor 90' of Portland Ashler under y parapett on y* South 
wall at ij* x** 
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1 
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7 

0 
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6 

0 

7/6 

20 

J 

9 

t2 

2 

8 

iO/‘ 

H 

n 

4 

3 

t 6 

6 

12/- 

to 

4 

0 

9 

19 

0 

u/~ 

^9 

iS 

9 

0 

10 

4 

I/a 

t 

} 

S 

7 

11 

M 

0 

t 3 

1 

6 

I 4 i .6 

fo/d 

7 ? 

6 

9 

iS 

18 

2 

6 /i 

75 

It 

to 

5 

«5 

6 

s/v 

H 
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H 
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9 

7 

2 

6 
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ti 

6 

2 

6 

0 
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14 

0 

7 

'7 

6 

i/to 

12 

1 

6 

13 

‘5 
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itt/a 

47 

T 
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DRSIGNRD RY STR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


To Martha Hammon. Witt in part of 20^ upon the 
petition to the Lords Coiftissioners aiitl tlirir further 
Allowance, the Summe of 

To Martha HaiTion. Wid the Siutte of lo^ lacing the 
Remainder in, full of her further allowance for her intrest 
in the Cellars of l>!>w aect»rtling to Onler Waring tinte the 
21)"' of A prill 1675. 

To Robert Day Carpent* for making t Trunk 11‘ jt*" 
long at iKvj'‘ 

flbr one Trunk 12^ 6''* long at ij$ vj'' 
ffor 2 Trunks in y* Comers 12' long ciich at ilj' vj'’ {itt fo' 
10*“ Sq 

ffor 4 Capitall mouldings on y* edge of each trunk at vj' each- 
ffor Masons worke to cutt away Stone from y watortabh: 
<low'nwrd 

ffor whole and J Staples w" ' nt inj** 

ffor painting y* 4 Trunks in le^ Colour in Oylc at 


16 o o 


10 O O 

1 H I 
« »* 3 

440 
I 4 o 

046 
oil 2 
090 

912 o 




W, 


JQ r. (f. 

10 0 0 


19 0 0 


I s I 

• ft i 

4 4 ft 

t 4 0 

tS 0 
» f 
9 0 


To William Cleere Joyn' for 1: pare of dores 4' 2“ wide 
8^ high going into the Vestry at ij* vj** 434 

To Anthony Tanner Bricklay^ for wo'ke [w] at Bow’ Jan: 27: 1675 

ffor 25 Rixt js* of Rriekworke in the Pecre walls. Arches, 

& Staires of y'' Vaults, In the Court of Ardtes, and 
Vestry walls. In 4 hutt.‘ Scmwles each Side y* Pedam‘ 

In the parapet walls or battlem** North & South Side.s 
of y Cnur: And in y* Staires west ami South Side of 
y Chur: Reduced to brick & J at x* 
ffor 22y* y of iliging y* Peer in the Vault at 
ffor makeii^ an Area for y* Vault by y* Vest 17 Chimneys at 
ffor 14 Sq of ytlaine Tyleing over y Court of Arches & 
vestry at 

ffor making a Chimney in y Vestry' at 

768 “ 


37 

(6 

0 

i-fcA 

4 ~*r 

IS 

9 

0 

11 

0 

f • 

r 

n 

ft 

3 

6 

0 


9 

0 

0 

21 

*5 

0 

so/- 


T 

0 

5 

0 

0 


IT 

0 

0 


To Thomas Cartwright Mason for worke done in Paving the Qiiirch 
of Bow Mca.sd June 25. 1675. 


ffor \b^cf of Purbeck Paving rub'd at xij** 
ffor i6'of rough PurWek Paving laid at y* westdore at vij" 
(Tor 444^ of Purbeck & Black hxarble rub’d at xviij'' 
ffor 120'of black & white marbh* (>aving laid within jT 
Raile at ij* iiij** 

ffor 9' of Portland Step wrought w'*' Astragali at iij’ 
ffor 31^ S'" of Black Marble Step at viij* 
ffor ^ of Purbeck Step at ij* iiij'^ 
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10 

0 

Y- 
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4 
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4 

0 

33 

6 

0 

i /6 
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0 

0 

I 
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0 
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14 

0 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CIIT CHURCHES 


To John Baxter Smith for 9 Casm" w" f/; 12“ at viij'' 

ffor 8 hinges w” o: 3; 22 at vj** 
ffor 4 large lx ills at \* each 
ffor 40 Rc\'itt5 at i j*' each 
ffor a large locks & Scretves at xxv* each 
ffor t6bnasses and a ring for a roundwindoww” o’; 4“ at vj** 
ffor 124 window barrs w*' 8'; o’: i'* at ijj** 
ffor 20 barrs 3 rallcs heads w” a': 1’; a6'‘ vj'' 
ffor 13 burrs ik 2 Stajdcs o: 3: 17 at iiij'* 
fforidogsw” 'lylathij** 

ffor 82 plates 32 hfiltfl keyes & rings 2: i: 24 at iiij'' 
ffor altering y raile and putting in 4 barrs more n*. >3* 
at vi'* 

ffor H burr put into y' Tower wall w" 12“ at iij'* 

ffor 4 Staples, 3 rings & Scutchins for y* <iores 

ffor 6 Casin'* \v" 3^ 3’, 17'' at viij'* 

ffor 4 hookes & 4 hinges 8 revits 32 nailes w” 34“ at iiij'* 

To William Cooke Carter and Cleering y Vestry and 
•carrying out 64 y** «f Course [«V] Rubtush at 
ffor Carrying away y' Same by Cart . 
ffor carrj'ing out 5 load of rubbish left by altering y' briek- 
warkc in the Vestr)* at 
ffor Carrying away the Same by Cart 

lo John Grove Junio' Plai.suV for Sloping y Class in 
* great wind 1 2 lights 6 little wind: 36 lights 8 round wind 
ffor plalsiering 2 Gatt; w’*' bcart lath & floated 127 y** 
at xiiij'* 

ffor 127 y** J. of whiting at ij" 

ffor 32 y^' I of rendering the Irattens and p* of y Sides of 
y wind; of y' East and west ends it South and West 
dore a) vij'' 

ffor w’hiteing the Same .p y'** at ij"* 
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6 d. 
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0 
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10 
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3 

id 

J 

/ 

3 

0 19 

0 

1/3 

2 

0 

to 

0 5 

5 
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f 
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In the Vestry 

ffor 107 * of plaine cornice 20'* girt at xv]** 
ffor 94* of moulding 8" girt at ix** 
ffor 43' of bell: moulding at iij" 
ffor 2 large S|tandriU flowers 

ffor 6* of Comice hroaken downe ore y* Midtile wind 

ffor 27 y* whiting the Comice at ij'* 

ffor 81 plaino Ceiling & J at xvj'* 

ffor whiling the Same at ij" 

ffor 209 y^ 2* rendering at vj" 

ffor whiting the Same at ij" 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

To Mathew Bankes Carp*" for worke clone ab‘ the Gatt. of Bow 
ffor 12 Sq: f: 7^ degrees in the GatT: at xxv* 
ffor 12 Sq: 16^ naked flooring w"" double brestsumers at 3^ 
ffor 10 Sq; 18^ boarding at xvj® 
ffor Beam Sq: 48^ long at ij* per fo‘ 
ffor partitions quartered in y' Gatt; at y'^ North and South 
dores i Sq ^ 20*^ at xviijs 

ffor of Sq. 3*^ Truss w'** a beam at y® North dore at 
ffor 3 Sq: parapet on y' fore Side of y'' Gatt. at xl* 

ffor 40 Steps 3*^ | goeing at iij® vj** per step 
ffor 35 Steps 2'’ io‘" goeing at iij* per Step 
ffor 18 .Small Steps of firr 

ffor 61^ of raile & Batt*^ posts 6'" Battt 32 Sq: at iiij* vj'‘ 


33 


To Mathew Bankes Carpenf^ worke done at y‘ Vestry of 
ffor flooring 9 Sq: |: 1at xl* 
ffor 14 Sq 4^ at xlv* 
ffor 50*^ Small cornice boarded at xq** 
ffor 68^ I of guttering at ix** 
ffor 24 light windowes 8 & 5 at 
ffor a dorecase of Oake 9 & 5 and Scant 8'" and 6” 
ffor 36*^ of lentelling Scant 6 & 7 at ix** 
ffor a Mantle tree and Tassells 6^ & | at 
ffor |. of a Sq. of partitioning ore y' Chimney 
ffor Centering y' East windowes 12^ diameter 2^ over 
ffor bragetting round y' Sides of y' Cieling 113^ at iiij*^ 
ffor bragetting y^ Midle part 45^ at iiij** 
ffor a Small bragett at y' end 15*^ at iiij'* 
ffor a 4 light window at 

ffor a dorecase of Oake 89^ & 4^ 8™ Scant 6‘“ & 5’" f | at 
ffor lintelling Scantling io'“ 6'" at being 7*^ | at ix** 
ffor Allowence for a dorecase returned at 


To Mathew Bankes CarpenV for flooring and boarding in 
at Bow Church. 

ffor 7 Sq 4. of flooring & boarding at xl* 

To John Oliver Glaiz'' for 1631^ of Extraordinary worke 
done at bow Church at ix** 

To Anthony Tanner Bricklay'^ for worke done in y* 
Vestry at Bow Church in putting in 3 windowes and 
working up a dorcase, Setting in 2 dorecases, working up 
y' Sides & arches of y' Same w*** brick worke, Splaying 
away y' East wind: and pulling downe y* Old foundation 
ffor f of Rod 34^ finding workman*P 
ffor 1000. of new Bricks at 


)f Bow 
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0 
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the Vestry'^ 
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54 BUILDING AC('()UNTS OF (MTV CHURCIIFS 

flfiw ilowne y* OUl foundation, cutting awny y 

Splayes for the cast tvFndowes and for y* 3 wiudowes & 
working and working [w] up the Peer at 


To William Clone Joyn* for 69' * of wainsc' in 2 if of 
dorca at ij* vj'* 

ffor 4 p' of largo Side hinges witli Srpiarcs 
(for 4 Kallcony Uolb; 
ffor a Rox locK at 

flfor a latch lock brass knolts on l>oth Sides at 


To Thomas \Vhyting Joyn' for 124 of fronts 

at V* vj"* 

(Tor .<0 * of Plaine Ttistdcs of y* Gatt: at iij* 


— — • • • w ■W • f J M 

Row Church. 

375 y*** of wains' at iij* 
ffor 49^ of lH;nchmg & bearers at iiij'’ 
ffor 304^ deske at vj** 


... . ... j lull lui jcau uu. irom aiy 

Errour. [in margin] 

Jfor 16'; o: 15* of lead itd for Cramps xv* vj** 
ffor I: o: o: Since cW at xv* yj'* 

Medtdtim this Rill belongs to y* Tower 

To John Baxter Smith, for worke tW. Since Dccem* 16: 1675. 

ffor >* holdfasts of a Chhnnev TuniuJl in y Vestrv house 
w“ 31: 5" at iij'' ob q 

(for 4 C^mts hookes and Staples w" i<: o’: 6“ vij** 
ffor 24 window barrs w" 2: i: 7. at iij ' 
ffor nayles 

Ifor 3 barrs & a Compass barr w" n 6" at iiij** 

To Tho: Cartwright Mason for iS'd"" of facia lo'* high 
wrought \v“ a beUmouIding on y* under Side over y* Ves^v 
iij* vj** ^ 

ffor 9» JO*- of Splayes on y" top of y Vestr\' Chimney at 
tj* vJ* nifig ■ 
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DKSIGXHD RY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


To ITo: Cartwriji'hl Mason y* Surnc of forty Pounds 
being y' Residue of one hundred (xiiinit due to y’ S'* 

Tlio: Oui^vrlghl iTor pulling dowoi part of the Old Chun, 

Geering away Rubiiish, pyTeing nji regularly all that was 
Usefull and leaving y Ground witltin at y*' nmper Icvell 
and fitt foi* i>aving according to Contract bearing date 
the of July 1670. ^0 0 0 

To Thot'Cartwright Mason y" Sutue of Three hundred & 
forty poundcs bein^ money Assign’d over from y* 
Giurch-wardens of b' Mary le liow disburst by y' S'* 

Parish ujh>«i y* Old Giurcli and Tower by Order of j" 

L'^' Cofhson" dated July to** 1676 and Assigned to y' 

Said Thoi Cartwriglit by Order of a'Vestry of y* Sd: 

Church dated Sepiein' t4: 167C. 340 o o 

To: William Clcere, Joyn' the Sume of Three hundred 
pounds being *mony Assigned over from y* Chut^* 
wjirdeus of S‘ Mary le-lSmv. formerly disburst byy'S* 

Parish upon y* 01<1 Chur: & Tower, oy Ortler of y* L'*' 

Comson” dated July lo*” 1670 and Assigned to y Said 
W'" Clecre by Order of a Vestry of y" S'' Parish dated 
Scp“ 14, 1670 300 o o 

To Tho: Aldworth Plum' for lead vlelivered for tlie Vestre.y of Dow 
Church in December and ffeb' 1677, 

ffor Sheet lead w'* 29: 2: 29 at xvij* vj** 25 19 to 

ffor Sodder w” o: r: 2j at ix** t 3 o 


Dediicted for i** 2“ of lead at xvij* vj** 6*: 2'‘ at Remaines 


27 2 10 
26 16 8 




3 c/- 

p /4 


35 

/ r. rf. 


iTOf. 0 0 


lo20 9 0 


i/00 0 


44 P 
t 3 0 


To Math: Rancks Carpeni' for worke at y Old Steeple Sep' 1671. 


ffor 2 men | a day each mending the doresof the Vaults at 
iTor 70 double Tenns 

ffor taking downe the third lloore i man 2 dayes 
ffor 7 men 2 dayes cacli at 
ffor tlte use of a Cabell rope borrow’d 
ffor the use of my ownc Cabell and other ropes 
ffor removing the Timlau* out of the rubbish 
ffor making gootl the dores of tlie Vaults 
ffor taking downe y Shores from the Steeple 
ffor 8 men 2 dayes each at ij* vj'* 
ffor drawing 4 Shores to S' Panics 
ffor the use and Cutting 5 peeces of dram Timber for Shores 
ffor the use and Cutting 0 large Ixirllings 
ffor removing the great Timl>er out of the Steeple 
ffor drawing and Carting 13 jjeecesof Oake from Panics to 
Bow 

Ifor 5 men 2 dayes each iiiloading and unloading y* Timber 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHKS 




ffor rx-moving old Stuff out of y' N'ault 

(Tor thn usft am! waste of 4 pfcces of lirr Timber 

ffor 14 men Seting up the Shores 

ffor planks to Sett up the Shores against 

ffor Nayles 

ffor 6 Links to light y* Men In y* Niehts 
ffor Carriilge and recarridge of the imorcs 
ffor 20 daycs | Scv" men ab* Setting up and taking downe 
y' Shores 

ffor the use and Cutting to wast 7 lar^ Barlings 
ffor drawing 4 Shores fmm Panles to Iww 
ffor I' J of 20“ nayles itc of 10“ nayles 


Charges fn Rcbllding the Tower of Bow 

To John Baxt’r. Sthith for 17*: i«: 21" being Cramjis rings 
and Staples at iij** ob qr 
ffor Stone Irookes w'* 1: o: o at iiij** ob 


To Walter Clements Anchor Smith for Great Irons dd 
from July 25: 1672 unto August 14*^ following &c ffor 
a chaine of Cramps joyned w'*' rings & wedges laid into 
the wall & encompassing y* whole Tower over y* 1** 
Arches w" ip't' j’: 23" at xxxvij* iiij*' 
ffor altering 5 Cramps 
ffor watredge and Carridge 
ffor Tare 


To Tho; Freeman Phnn' for lead dd to y* Masons to Apr: 11: 1674 
ffor 61; 1: 24 at XV’ vj*’ jrer Cent 

Dcd for old lead w" 58: 3: 22: at xiiij* 
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ffor labour and Coales 


Remaines 

Totall 


w<«iirv%.9 vajpcill. lor WOFKC at 1 

Sep’ 71 . 

ffor 3 men J a day (ttcii mending y' dores of y* V*aults at 
ffor 70 iloubic tenns 

ffor taking downo y' y floor one mati 2 dayes at iiij* 

ffor 7 men 3 dayes each at iij* 

ffor y* use of a gabell roi>c Iwrrtxw’d 

ffor y use of my owne gal)ell & other rojcs 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


37 


ffor removeing y'= Timber out of y' Rubbish at 






d. 

0 

17 

6 




ffor making good y' dores of the Vaults 

0 

2 

0 




ffor takeing downe Y Shores from y® Steeple 

0 

9 

0 




ffor 8 men 2 dayes each at ij® vj*^ 

2 

0 

0 




ffro [.w 7 ] drawing 4 Shores to Paules at 

2 

H 

0 




ffor y' use and cutting 5 peeces of dram timber for Shores 

0 

15 

0 




ffor y' use and cutting 9 large barlings at 

I 

7 

0 




ffor removing y' g‘ timber out of y® Steeple at 

0 

7 

6 




ffor drawing and Carting 13 peeces of Oake from Paules 







to Bow 

I 

6 

0 




ffor 5 men 2 dayes each loading & unloading y* Said 







Timber 

1 

5 

0 




ffor removing old Stuff out of y* Vault 

0 

12 

6 




ffor y' use & cutting to wast 4 peeces of fir timber 

1 

0 

0 




ffor 14 men Setting up y® Shores 

I 

I 

0 




ffor Planks to Sett y* Shores against 

0 

2 

0 




ffor nayles 

0 

1 

0 




ffor 6 linkes to light y' men in y® Night 

0 

I 

6 




ffor Carridge and recaridge of y' Shores 

0 

4 

0 




ffor 20 dayes f Seuer" men ab‘ Setting up and taking down 







y® Shores 

2 

11 

n 

0 




ffor y' use and cutting to wast 7 large barlings 

I 

8 

0 




ffor drawing 4 Shores from Paules to bow 

0 

16 

0 




ffor I®: 1 of 20“ nayles & |® of 10° nayles at 

0 

5 

10 




Memdum this Bills [x/V] is enterd n y® Church 

26 

2 

I 




To William Grey for a Module for the Cornice of Bow 







Steeple 

I 

4 

0 

S 

0 

0 

To John Baxter for worke done at Bow Tower May 16. 72, 

. D. 

73 





ffor cramps w“ 4: i: 3 at xxxij* 

6 

16 

9 

6 

16 

9 

ffor Stone hookes 2o| at iiij** 

0 
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10 


6 

10 


7 2 > 7 


To Thomas Cartwright & John Thompson Masons for 
building y" whole Stone wall Inside & outside of y' New 
Tower of Bow from y' pavem‘ to y® top of y* first g‘ cornice 
w"> y' winding Staires y' G* Neech Poralls Pillasters wind 
& carvings according to a Contract by y® g‘ bearing date 
March. 3. 167I the Sume of one Thousand Six hundred 

pounds 1600 o o ^800 0 0 


To Thomas Cartwright Mason for additional! worke more then y' i** 
contract for the Tower of Bow as followeth 


ffor 6‘" Portland block laid in the wall of y' Tower 

letting in the Irons and run: them w''' lead at ij* x** 16 11 

ffor 63^ of Portland Stone in 12 corbells Stone and worke 
at iij* vj’* 
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io/6 

10/6 


6t /3 y 


o 6 


S 3 I 6 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


of Portland Stone & workman®P In 4 Springers at 

iij* lij** 

ffor the Cornice of y' Bellcony & y" 2. Neeches 
ffor raising y*' whole Tower 2^ higher then y' contract 
accounting Ashler and Rubble at" 
ffor 4 Steps 38*^ of freestone Ashler 
ffor Centering the Arches in y' Church by Agrem‘ 
ffor covering the worke 2 years 

ffor carridge loading and unloading 133 loades of Rubble 
of rubble Stones from Abb Chur: to Bow at xx*' 
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48 o 


To Mat; Bankes Carpent' for 3 Sq. 3P of flor [j/V] 
planked \yith 2'" Oaken Planke and a plate under the floor 
for frameing, raiseing, nayles Tackling, & Sawing of Some 
of the Stuff at xxx* per Sq 

To Mat; Bankes Carpenf for y'^ Bell: floor of Bow 
Tower being 2 beames of 17*" Sq. and 2 others of 17™ and 
14. And 2 plates 1 2'" by 7 planked w"* 3™ planke of Oaken 
Timber at xij^ per Sq 

To Stephen Leaver Smith for worke done by him at y^ New Tower 
of S‘ Mary le: Bow to Jan: 31: 1678. 

ffor Stay barrs and rings w“ 14'': 2^: 9“ at xxxij® 
ffor 180 Cramps for y' g‘ cornice, 8 Strap Cramps to y^ 

Timbers, 12 Gudgons in y® Pillars w“ ii': o'): 26'' at 
iij'^ ob q 

ffor 12 round barrs for y* rayles w“ 2'^: i*).* 15“ at ilij*^ 
flor 2 pa ire of hookes and hinges w“ 235“ at iiij'* ob 
ffor 100 Spikes w“ 19“ at ilij"* 
ffor a lock & a staple & for a lock at 


ffor 16“^: o'!: 15'' of lead deli: for Cramps at xv*: vj‘* 
ffor i: o: o more at 


4 *9 o £(> square /p 17 2 


2 y 0 0 


- -- iwi JS.C LlUJlC UL 

Bow in Jan 1670 being used by y'= Masons &c. 

ffor 6 Iron Crowes w“ 100'' at 

ffor a Crate and 3 drills 

ffor mending crowes and other Iron worke at 

ffor Iron worke done ab' y' Pump at 

ffor 2 Padlocks & haspes to lock the Goods up 

ffor twice mending y' Pump handle at 


23 

6 

7 

23 

6 

7 

19 

13 


•9 

•3 

2 

4 

9 

0 

4 

9 

0 

0 

8 

9-4 


9 

0 

0 

6 

4 


r 

0 

0 

5 

0 


to 

0 

48 

8 

10 




.pr. 

77 - 





1 2 

0 

10 

15 

el 

21 

H 

4 

13 

5 

7 




‘ Mary le: 




0 

8 

0 


H 

0 

0 

8 

0 


H 

0 

I 

I 

8 

4 

S 

0 

0 

8 

6 

1 

to 

0 

0 

n 

»*> 

0 


•s 

0 

0 

8 

6 

1 

•4 

0 

2 

*7 

8 





DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

To Tho: Cartwright & John Tompson Ma: fifor building @ 

y' whole Stone wall inside & outside of y“ new Tower of 
Bow from y' top of y' first g' Cornice to y® top of y' round 
Cornice accordg: to Contract Signed Sepf 22“. 1676 the 
Sumne [«r] of 2550 o o 


39 

76^0 0 0 


To Tho; Cartwright & John Tompson Masons for worke done at Bow 
Steeple, being for Additional! worke over & above w' was agreed for by 
y' 2" Contract & being in full of all demands thereupon when the whole 
therein contracted for Shall be compleated ffeb: 21; 167^. 


ffor Additional! Ashler in y® Plinth being 319^ 4*" at ij* vj'* 
ffor 6^ 8‘" of chaptering moulding on y' pedestall w*** y® 
plinth course xiiij* 

ffor 144^ Solid Stone & worke in y® 16 Pillasters at iij* viij'* 
ffor 64^ of window lambe at iij* 
ffor 200^ of Ashler at ij* vj'* 
ffor 6^ 8‘" of Architrave freez and Cornice at Ij* 
ffor 13*^ 4'" of Ashler under y® Raile at ij* x** 
ffor 6: 8: of rayle and Ballaster at xxv* 
ffor 60^ of Ashler in y® pedastall at iij* 
ffor y® uper Architrave freeze and Cornice ']' 6'" at xxxiiij® 
ffor 8 Steps at vj* each 
ffor 60*^ of Ashler in y® Staircase at ij® 
ffor Additional! Ruble allowed, & all other demands 
whatsoeuer as above. 
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To Cartwright & Thompson Masons for mor Additional! worke done 
at Bow Tower more then what was Agreed for y® 2” Contract Aug‘ 15. 
1678. 


fifor 113*^ 8‘" of Portland Ashler of 4 window Stooles at ij* vj*^ 
fifor 4 window Stooles cont: 45^ of Cubick Portland & 141'^ 
Sup" 

ffor of a Rod 46^ of Brickworke in y® Same at 
ffor 12 Transiimes over y' Columes conf: 88*^ Cubick 
Portland at xxxiij* iiij‘‘ each 
fifor 22*^ of perpen compass portland at 
ffor 178*^ of purbeck Cieling above y® 12 Columnes between 
the Transumes at xviij'* 


'I'o Cartwright & Tompson Masons for worke done at 
being Omitted in the last bill Meas**: Septem® 18. 1678. 

ffor 640^ 9'" of Compass portland Ashler wrought fair on 
both Sides, being between y' Setting of inside y® Steeple 
And y® Architraue within y' lonick Capitalls ffeb: 27: 
167I at iiij* vj** 
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BUII.DING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHHS 


To Cartwright ik Tompson Masons for wr>rkc dom* l>y y" at Mow 
Tower Meas'' Meas^ [j/V] from y* Top of y" Comice over )" lonick 
i’illars to the top of y Cornice under y* FetUistall tfrh: a;. 167J. 
rt’or 1666' of Ciibick Fortlaud at ij* vT 5 o 10/6 

ftbr 3451' of Slip" Portland at xvjij** 558 16 8 [v/r] 

467 I 6 

To 'Thomas I-ane Painter for workc dotte by him ah' y’ w'ftaTher- 
Iwuirding the windows of Bow' Tower Ap" 9: T679. 
ffor 256 of Painting 3 times in Oyle at xy"* 12 16 o 

To Mathew Biinkes. Carpent' for worke done at>‘ b^mrding. the top 
of y' Scerfjle to keep y* wciilher from y" Ball: ifec Dec; 1077. 
ffor 117 whole deales jit xij"* each 5 

ftbr 11: large firr Poler. at ij» vj"* r 

(Tor too: of ten g* nayles at o 

ftbr 500. of lo” nayles at o 

ftbr 1000 of 20“ nayles at o 

ffor 7i dayes worke of Sev" men at ij* vj*' per diem 2 

11 4 8 

To Mathrw Bankes Caqiet* for worke at Bow Tower ab' weather 
boarding the windowes March 12. 1679. 

(Tor 4 wind; wcather boanlcil according to Contract 56 o o 

ffor 2 pceces of Oake each 27^ long 14^14 Scant and for 
2 p^cs more each 26' long 12 and 7. Scant being y* 4 
diagonall timbers above y* bells all at per foot Solid at 
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74 3 0 

& Tonipwn Masons for worke done at Bow Towct 


To Cartwri 

Mcair* from y- Top of )<’Coniice iiiidcr y* first pedestal] to under 
Side of y* Spin* jnne 27. 1679. 

ftbr 1100^ of Cubick Portland ait ij* vj'* 137 lO O 

ffor 1761* of Supoi" Portland att xviij"* 134 i (, 

ffor 175'of Portland Ashler at lij* 26 5 o 

295 16 0 

To Rol»crt Bird Copper Smith for worke done by him at Bow Tower 
being about & in y* Neck. Ball & Dragon SepT 25. 1679,' 


flor Copper and wast in y* Dragon Wing 144 li at ij* vj** 
ftor Chascing Reviiting & fastening y* Same at 
ffor y* Ball & neck being 149*“ at ij* vj'* 
ffor fitting y^' Sockett to y* Spindle & care in Setting up 
y* worke Seucr" times & lead used in l>oy'sing y' head at 
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60 13 9 


To Tho; Lane for worke done in Giiihling [t/V] the UrnesBall &c 
ffor 94* Guilding y* Vrncs Ball: and Dragon at iij* 1.1 s 


ffor 120* round barr and Cramps at 
ffor Colouring 22' of .Spindle ik 2' < 


of Sockett 
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DRSIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHKF^ WREN 


To Stephen Leaver Smith for worke done at y Spire of Bow being (0} 
Cramps Straps &c and for worke al>‘ y* Spindle Nov: 27, 

ffor 1005 Cramps, 128 plugs, 2 Straps in y" up|)er part of 
/ Steeple weight 25; o; 2.^1 at ijj'ot) 44 2 iff/- 

ffor )■" Great Spindle w'" Carryeth y" dragon being 23 * long 

w‘* a*; 2’; i3‘‘atii{j‘‘ 4 iS fa/- 

ffor Allowanee for his |>aines in fitting y* upper Cramps of ' 

y Spire and Setting on the Spindle and Vane at too 

59 o 7 


jL 


If f ti 

t 19 « 
2 0 0 


To Cartwright & Tompon Masons for worlcc done by y* at y* Spire 
of S’ Mar)' Ic Bow ab’ fniisliing y” Piramids pinides ifc other workes of 
y* Tower June 8'*’ 168a 


ffory' Pyramid with y» Other things rclalcing thcrcunt [r?V] 
according to Contract at’ 

flTor y* 4 pinides w’** y* carving according to Contract at 
ffor 4 Vmes w'^ y' flames by Contract 
(for Scaffolding in considerfi: of y Great height by 
Contract at 
ffor makeing Moddells 
ffor carving 12 comfiositc Capitalls at 
ffor carving y* 12 leafes of y" Scrowlcs over y Bowes 
Omitted in y' last Measur* 11</ Sup® workinnanshliJ at xviij'* 
ffor 861* of large Portland Paving ciitt w'^ channels & drii« 
laid ill terrace upon a core of 2 course of danders bricKs 
at ij’ vj^ 

ffor revayling the Plinths. & Scrowles of the 4 pinides at 
the Comer of the Tower at 
Allowed more for makeing y* Motldell of the Pinides 
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To’Tho: Aldworth Plum’’ for worke done at Bow Tower and lead 
ddivered to y® Masons for.Cramps &c 

ffor lead for Cramps w” 160 Cent at xiiij* vj** 116 0 o 27/- 

To Edward Pearce Mason for Carving of a wooden 
Dragon for a Mo<kleII for y Vane of .Copper upon y* lop 
of y Steeple and for cutting a relive in t>oard to Iw 
profered np to disceme the ri^t bignesse the Summe of 400 


2 Q 0 0 Q 


20 0 0 


To .Cartwright & Tompson Masons for wwke done at y* lower of 
Bow ab' jMving Copeing, Spurns at bottom &c Octo’ 21: t68o 


ffor 1^55^ of rough Purbeck paving in y* Poarch Passage 
& fecUcony, laid in courses att per fo* viij*' 
ffor 123* 4'" of rough Purbeck Step at ij* 
ffor 3t/ 2*" of Portland copeing 16** broad. 7I thick 2* 11’“ 
gin at iiij* vj** 

ffor 3* of Ponlaiul Copeing 1* broad 5" deep 2*:girt at iij’ 
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BUlLDfNG ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHKS 


.|2 


fl'or npu- Spiting of OKI Copeing at ii)** 
fibr 5* 6'“ of Portland Soyle 15*" bnxiU 7'" deep 2’ 2’" girt 
al jiii* 

(tor 4P of Portland Soylr at thr Ivottnm of thr tvwithor 
Ixwrdes ab' 2' 8" girt Scant »* S'" nn«.l i‘ 2 at ij* vj'' 
ffor Portland Spiirrs 4 in number Six* 6“ long and 1* 
diampi’' att per fiach at iij^ x* each 
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To Tho; Aldworth Plum’ for worke done at thr Tower of Bow 
l)cing for lead to Cover the Stone Comkc &c 


ffor lead for )' Mason's weight 9.* 2: 14 at xiij' 
flor lead for y* Roofe and ConiicTa 219: 2: 26 at xv]* 
ffor Sodar w” 1:1:6^ at ix'* 

ffor S^xlar & wurkmau"'' of 2^ of pipe being 2 lengths 3* 
at xitij' earJi length 

ffor lead in 7 Grates w’* 1: i: ao ai xvij* vj*' 
fft»r 20 i\or.i of Spikes to fasten y lead on y' Comice at 
xviij'* per dor; 
ffor N.tiles 

ffor 2 men one day at 


Rrcd back in cuttings vr*' 19-: 3I: 26” at xiij* per Cent 


To discount out of y aforesaid bill to Tho: Aldworth 
y Sufhe of t F ; iitj* Ijcing So much allowed hi a following 
bill to Matt: Roberts for finishing Avorkc after the decease 
of Tho. Aldworth So remaines 

To Sam; Oliver, for Glizing worke doin’ liy him at y’ 
Tower of Bow Septem’ 8. 168a 

ffor 68* 8“' of Small Quarry's worke at xip 
ffor naile.s 

ffor 177' S'* of Quarry worke at vij'* 
ffor one Casment pined at 
ffor 74* 5'" of Squares at ix’’ 
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To Mathew Bankes Carpent' for worke done at y* Tower of Be 
ab’ y Staires, flooring, tioorcs, outward Dores &c Nov* 18: 16S0. 


ffor »23* of round firwing of y* 2 lialfc past and head of 
y Staircs lioarded w"* Cake at x** 


ffor a peece of Oake to hang 

&ia‘*at 


up y’ Newell y J long 


13 *“ 


5^6 

t 2 o 




IS 7 6 
2 0 0 







ffor 112 Steps of Staires all of Oake y“ Newell & rail 
included at xij® 

ffor 23*^ of flooring in y' Galt: boarded w'*' Oake at viij'' 
ffor 1 2^ 3‘" of raile to y' Same at iij* vj*’ 
ffor 36*^ of Oake brase in y' Truss 8‘" & 8 at 
ffor y' crowne peece of y' Truss w^'’ doth bear up y® Newell 
3' I long 18: & 18 

ffor 118*^ of new Oake Plank in y® Clock loft 2'" thick at vj'* 
ffor an Oake dore to y® Spire lined w‘'' whole deal 2'" ~ 
thick 5*^ i high 2^ wide 
ffor a whole deal dore lined w'^'* Slit deal on y® Staires at y' 
belloft \sic\ 5*^ \ & 2^ 

ffor a double deale door to y® bell-loft 6 ^ 4 high & 2'^ | at 
ffor a double deale dore to y' Clockloft 6^ high 2^ wide 
ffor a double deal dore in y® ringing loft 2^ \ wide & 5*^ ^ 
high at 

ffor a deale floor there with 2“ fir planck at 
ffor a Oake dorecase to y® belcony 6 ^ 8'" Scant & 8: 4 
ffor a pair of double deal dores to y® Same at 
ffor a double deale dore at y® foot of y® Staires 
ffor 9 Sq. -J. of Roofing at P 
ffor 8 Sq. 18^ of boarding at xvj* 
ffor 96*^ § of guttering w'** 2’" Oake Plancke at xij** 
ffor 10 Sq. 16*^ of groyned Cieling & bragetting of 2 Corbells 
at XXXV® 

ffor 7 Sq 6^ of Cieling floor at xxxv® 
ffor 278' in 3 pare of Gates of Oake Stiles & railes 3 
pannells 2'" being extraordinary wrought at iij’ vj** 
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To Tompson & Cartwright Masons for worke dne [«V] at y' Tower 
of Bow ab‘ Vautin y* Porch of y® Same, Carving there &c dec: 2: 1680, 


ffor 487^ 6'" of cane Stone in y® Vauting wrought Circular, 
and Portland Stone Moulding round y® bell hole they 
finding Materialls & Centering & Scaffolding at iij* 
ffor carving y' Circular Torus round the bell-hole being 
15’" girt vj® 

ffor I : Rod of rubble w*'* Stuff and workman*P at 
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To William Cleere Joyner for worke by him in making 
a cover for y® well hole at Bow Tower by agreement with 
carving worke, Smiths worke Setting up &c the Summe of 
Nine pounds Tenn Shitl: 910 o 

To Tho: Horn Bricklay' for worke done at Bow ab‘ the Parapet and 
Gavell end neer the Steeple Mfar: 10: i68“. 

ffor 2 Rod I 58*^ of Brickworke begun at 40*^ high at v^ x* 14 18 9 £17 

G 3 
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SO 7 6 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


flor 74' of Hashes at V* 

ffor 10 y'’* of paving core uniler >* Same to Wring it 
levell at xx* 


1 10 to 


t o o 


io/- 


17 9 6[wV] 


To Stephen Leaver Smith for worke clone by him at y’ Tower of Ik^w 
lieing for y' rini»hing w<»rke of titc Sleejilc & in y* passage liciwcen the 
Gmr: & Steeple from Sept: 26: 1679 to Mar: i: 16S0. 


ffor 402 Cramps & phiggs w" 8: 2: i J at iij'’ ot> q 
ffor Straps, bolts, plates, rings. Staples, collourcs, & keyes. 
in y’ low roofe between y* Steeple & Cltur; w“ 3: 2: 17 
at iij'* otJ q 

ffor 1 Casm* 6 Staples w" o: 3: 19^ at vij** 

(Tor 3 filltl b;uT5 to Slay y dorcs ca; 3: 13 at v*' 

ffor barrs & revil Iwrrs, cross Iwrrs, plates and keyes &. I. 

window on y' loft with 8 Stttdds w" 6: 3: 26 at iij'* of* q 
(tor 1 p* of X Garnetts, 9 p' of hinges revits-and natit 
w‘* y: »*>: 20" v** 

ffor a Uallcony w'* 6: t: 1 / i at iiij'' 

(Tor 12 Slone hookes o: 1: 2 at iiij'* otJ 

(Tor 2 rowes of flowers & 8 Screwes & nutts for y* dores 

I lor one lock for y* Steeple dorc 

(Tor mending a Icjidc 

ffor a Stock lock 

(Tor 3 Stock locks 5 keyes & revitts 

(Tor a bolts & a lock for y' bdlcony dore 

(for one riinb lock 

fibr 3 locks & hasps Tor y* Barrs 

(Tor one rimb lock & box plate 


Bow June 2. 1681. 

Ifor 75 y''* of painting laid 3 times in Oylc in y* Out dores 
& baficoiiy xij** 

ffor 20 y** of painting laid twice in Oylc in y* Inner dores 
of y* Steeple at ix*' 

(Tor 59 y* mil: of Saddle barr twice done at iij'* 
ffor 17 y'** of revitt barr att iili'* 
iTor {lainting a Caryed panncll 
(lor [Kiinting y* G' Casm* and frames at y* leads 


- ^ I CaJdiCI lUi MUIV 

al/ (inishing whiting &c Aug* 18. 16814 

flor 89S y’** of finishing witli Marble lime at ijs ii]** 
(lor 65 y* J of finishing w'** common lime at xx** 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 45 


flur Ml y** of groined Cieling between y* Chur; & Steeple 

At xyp 

ffor 4' J of Chapter Moulding cnriche«l \v^ leaves at 

flbr Sloping 3 windowes & Stoping witlmut dorcs nt 

ff*^*** 433 y* of whiting at ij** 

fTor 149 y'** j of rendering at vi** 

ffor 374 y* of whiting within dores at ij** 

iTor Sloping y* Old Scaffolding holes at 


To Sam: Oliver Glaiz* for worhe done ab' finishing & 
the Glaizcra workc at S‘ Mar)-le-Bow. Nov: la 1681: 

(Tor Sodering and banding 2.44^ of Gla^ at ip 

ffor 39' new leaded and cemented at iij'* otJ 

(Tor 49^ of Compass worlce at viij'* 

fTor 738 y*** putting in at ip 

ffor 3 dayes to Cleanse the windows at Ij* vj** 
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To Mathew Roberts Blurn^ for workc done ^t y* Tower of B*nv 
ffeb 9: i68r. 


ffor new Sheet lead in a Cistorne w" (O': o^; 17* & 
covering the walls & copcing l)etwocn y* Cltur: and 
Steeple at xvj* 

(Tor Sodar used in y" comer and other places where there 
were drips 46“ 5 at ix** 
ffor making a trough & Ciesterne at 
ffor mending of holes in y Roofe of y Chur; & for Spikes 
& nailes 


Ued: for Cutting w*^ 23“ at xj* »3*; 2''. 

Remaincs 
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To Poogooil & Grove. Plaistcrs [x/r] for workc done at y* Tower of 
Bow May n: 1682. 

ffor wasliing Stoping & whiting y Vestry 312 y** at ip 212 o f iS o 


To Mathew Roberts Blum' for worke done at the Tower of Bow 


June i: 1682. AUoweil Ang' 17: 82, 
ffor new lead w*^ 4: 2: 18 at xvj* vP 
ffor Soilar w" o; 2; * at ix‘‘ 

(Tor si'.dayes workc at ij* vj** |>cr diem 
ffor Spikes & nailes at 
(Tor y* Pluin' lime at 

Ded; for Old lc;id w*' 4-: 2 \ 0“ at xiij* 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CIIUKCMRS 


To rho; Oiriwright M.ison lor worke ilon at y* Tower of Bow Ocr i*i} 
26: 16S2. 

ftbr iV of VVatertablc lett into B<»w Stee|ile ow y' 

•South Side at iij* mning measure. 300 sf.>’ 

Totals* nUaccounti 1358O 4 

Didiut ai tclauf »i 3 16 o 
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I >iscoiiiii allowed to Thomas Aldwortli 
Cutting I, /. 

Old lead , 
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Ari"t:A-L)IX IV 


THE COMPLETE BILLS FOR ST. STEPHEN'S WALBROOK 

ticoSd S.mnf Lc^^he'S 

r>.ipcr, pj>. 11 13. ^ prices llic work would cost in 1913. Stx siipplciuniiaiy 


wSbnwkc.'" '‘''""'‘'‘"S ebun-h of; S' Slc|.hcn'» 

u..m“ ^^“ 1 '“ M“S«n for Uiking Oow; o' East! 

"■ Ch'.rd..V.-.ol by ^ o « 

ffi>r P?'"' ^ 

Hor a doble tfer and base to Shore the wall 
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DESIGNED DY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

AIIowwl fw nieiKling Teamcs and Supplying y* Stuff u*? 

l>y pulling iluwne y' tower .too 

All<iwcd for y use of all y Icnccs enclosing y' Churdi on 
y* North and west Sides, aiul inaintaitiihg y in repairc 
for 2 years to come ending Midsumer 1675 liy V<;rl>all 
grceni' 10 o o 

• 676 


n 


20 0 0 


I o Tho; Strong & Chr. Kentpster Masons for worke done at 
S* Stephen Wallbrooke. being from y* foiuuia; of >" walls East West, 
North, and fwnith, to the rop ofy* Abaais of y* Capitalls of y* piliast' 
l»olli Rubble and Stone worke alUo y* 16 Columes within j'^Chur: from 
y'Jpund. to y Same Hight except y" 2 Comer Capitalls of y* piliast' west 
& y* Abaais of the tniss Stones Ndrtli and South Mcasd 5 »ept' 24; 1671, 


I' or 347.V of freestone Aslilcr Slone and worke at ij* uij*’ 
ffor workmanship of 520' of Old Stone part freestone part 
Portl'' wrought in Mouldings at tx'* 
ffor 473^ of freestone workman^ Sujki^ Measur at xip 
ffor 3684' of block at ij* iiij'’ 
ffor tji Rod. I of Rubble worke at I* 

Allowed in considerS: of loss of Stone in Circular wind & 
CircuL Ashler 


To Strong & Kcm(>stcr Masons for Carving 16 
Corinthian Capitalls for 2' Columes S<|Mng Setting cncfiuled 
at vij^ 

ffor 6 Capitalls for Pillastcrs at Iv* each 
ffor a Comer pUlaster Capitalls at vj^ each 
ffor 7 Small Cherubins heads at xij* each 
ffor a Mask head upon tltc west dorc at 
ffor carving,2 Scrowles at the west dore at 
ffor ennclting y" Cornice over the west dore at 


To Strong & Kempster Mason for pulling downc and 
eleerihg y* Steeple and y West adjoyning by Contract 
ffor takeing downc y East wall, & all the Pilbrs and 
Arche on y Nof; Side by ConP 
ffor takeing downe and electing the Outside wall North 
& South 

ffor diging and cleering y foundations of East & all y' 
pillan; & all other charges of moveing Eartit & cleering 
. & carridge of all the Rubbish made by y Masoiies w“ 
y' woikc Shall be hnished at 
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BUI 1 .D[NG ACroUNTS OF CITY (*HIJK(T-IF„S 


S' Stephen Wallbrooke Otnrch. 

ffnr 360 ) '*• of at 

ffor 5 Rod i^' of Rubble wall au I* 

ffor 6 Rod 62* of hrickworke in j-* Arches n^duced to br: 

it I at V*, V'. 

flbr S' of Stepp at 
ffor 16 ' of pavingf at 
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To Sironj; & Krfn|»sttT for worke done in rollcxfirlds Vault matle 
up«»n agreem’ in leave of Some lights for better fitting y* South Isle, 
ffor 50 of tfivging att 
ffor 248' of brick worke in y Arch att v'’ v* 

(Tor 1: Rod; of Rubble wall atl I* 
iTor 37' of Step at .\ij'' 
ffor 7^ b'* of |»avclng at viij'' 


To John Longland Car,*cniT for 14 Sqrs; r»f Centerg for 
the 2 Vaults at xviij' 

ffor 8 Sq; of Centering for dorecases & windowes att xx* 
Out 57 ^ of .V‘ Oaken plank to cover y" Staircs goeing 
downe into y* Vaults att viij'^ 
ffor 28' of j** Oaken planke ab* y^ Same at vj** 
ffor a Gutter 43' long 20“* broade att 
ffor altering y* roofe & laying y* olatc w ithin y* wall att 
(for Shorcing iwctl 17 pccces 1 iMong- 26 joysts 17 pceces 
9' long 64 del. 

(Tor 8 dayes workman"** 
ffor naiies att 

(for carriilge and re caiidgc at 
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1 o Strong it Ki-mpstcr Masons for worke done at S‘ Stephen Wall- 
brmikc iHung from y top of y Capitalls to y' Chur: w'** y 2 Corner 
Capi. of y jiillastcrs at y West end & y Abacus of y* Tniss-stones 
North and South, and y Soylt;^ R: Splayes of all ye windowes, mullions 
& I raiisums of the East windot^, and a wall at y* Hast end w'* a 
doreca^s in y- Same and working up .tn Ovall window in North Side 
8: Aslilcr of y« Chimney 


For 910' 6™ of freestone Ashler alt ij’ iiij** 
ffor 3292' to'" of Sup“ freestojte at .xiiii** 
ffor i57Ci' 5- of freestone Block at lj» iiij** 
flor r 376' 9'" of Sui»“ ponlaiifl at xviij*' 
ffor f>94' tjr of Portland Block at ii* ij** 
ffor 5 Rod J: 26': of new brickworkc reduced to br. i being 
thin wall wrought w'^ Stone worke att yj^ vij* 
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ffor 23 Rod: 12' of Old Rubble at lij’ 
ffor carving the KSstonc of y* East window 
ffor Carving 10 antick Capitatls art 
ffor 8’ of Portland jjai^n Ashler att iij* vj^ 
ffor working 88' 9‘* of Rigaie Stone at vij^ 
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To Tho; AJiKvorlh for Plumers worke done by him at S' Stephen 
Wallbrooke to July f9; 1677. 

ffor new Sheet lead w“ 1159*: 3": u** conL 59 Tunn. 

19* 3^ il‘ at xviF p Tun ' 985 17 

ffor^ i: 7; of Soticrat ix^ I8 2 

ffor Soder and workmanship of 13 Cistoneus 19 10 

ffor 115'of Pipes making it lengths ^ to* in each length 
for worke & Sod* xvij*. p. per length at 


6 

3 

o 


Received back in ciiuings 125*: 3’; 12'' at xiiij* 


9 >5 6 

i033 5 3 
88 2 o 

945 3 3 


Allowed more for extraordinary worke ab' y* Dome 8 c 
Lanthorne being circular & cliased worke & for Plum*’ 
Nailcs & tacks us'd ab' y* Same ' ' 20 

Remaines 


o o 


To John Longland CarpcnP for worke done ab* y* Roofe 
of S* Stephen Wallbrooke Church to y* 14“* of Aug* 1677. 

ffor 43 Stjrs f 20' of Roofing y* low Roofe at liij^ 
ffor 34 Sqs *. 5' of Roofmg in die Dome at ix^ 

Allowed fiuiher according to contract for y" Dome at 
ffor 8 St]s j: 5' of Roofing out of lower pan of y* Dome 

at vF 

ffor 4 Sqs; 7* of firring y* flail Roofes all xp 
ffor 38 ^5. 19' of Cieling Joysts at xxx* 

ffor 348' Supp" of bnigetting w'‘ 2*“ Oake planks in y 
‘ Moulding round the lower |>ari of y” Dome at vj*' 
ffor 152' of y Same at y top ab» y fo’ uf the lanthorne at 
vp 

ffor 112 Sqrs. J of bragcling in y Inside y Chuh & dome 
at 1* 

ffor 377' lirestsumcr att v* 

ffor Centering y* tqiper windowes 

ffor 286' of wall plate Scant-. 6 & 8 at s'* 

ffor 17<y of Guttering at xij'* 

ffor 53' 9‘* of 7“ plank att xx*' 

ffor 75 modilions att iiij'* each 

ffor, the Lanthorne on the top of y' Dome att 
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,$o BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 

To John l.ongland Car|(i'ni' for the plates tojuake y* (jf 

H S^ins. of y Dome of S' Stephen Walibrooke Ch: to be 
lo*" by y** the H ttiinchion*^ lo** by to'" ye braces 6*? by 6*" 

<»f good Oake Timber for to n.celvc in Grosse by llie 
Contract tlic Summe of « 


jC y* '/• 

SP 0 4 


To Strong & Kempster. Masons for“worke done at S* Step: Walibrooke 
Chur; Steeple, Measd from the bottom of y* founds: to y" underside 
of the fac'ia without; and y* top of y ringing loft lloore within side of 
y Steeple, and the top of 24 Steps in Lite Staircase, The Vestry and 
jx^rch Measnrd to Ute Same hight Sep' lO: 1677. 


For. 29 Rod. 46' of Old Rubble at 1* 

For 2 Rod 24' of brickwork in Arches reduced to br; J at 

.X* 

ffor 178^ of Cnbick jiortland at ij* ij'* 
ffor 382* Sup" Portland art xviii* 

/Tor 7H0' of Kentish Ashler at ij* 
ffor 779' of freestone Ashler at ij* iiij*' 

IT»»r 176' of Portland Ashler at ij* 
ffor 24 .Steps of..Stairc5 att yj* each 
hor 270' of <!)ld Rigaic Ashler coines at vj'* 
ffoi 402* -g of Old rigate in .Arches new wrought under the 
Staircs i F y"* tong & 11* 7'" wide 3^ deep at xij” 
ffor 22* ‘ of Old rigaio artli 6' long 1*8*" wide 2' 6“ deep at 
xij' 

flor JS7' of circular arches of y Staircs of Old rigat (Step 
dcthicted) at viij' 

flor clccriiig Rubbish in y* foundd: of y* Steeple at vj' 
being 45 y'* 

ffor carrjing away jo load at wj' 

ffor pyleing up and cleering Old walls in y Steeple and 
Porch at ij* being 47 Load 
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To Grove & Doogood riaisier** for worke done at v* Chur* of 
S' Stephen Wallbrook and ab' y* Dome finished in Sept' 1677. 

546 y'’* of plaine CicHng and groinctl (excluding y Dorn. ) 

ffor 103 y*** * of rendering above y Cornice att vj'' 
ffor 624' of Architrave moulding within >•” pannds enrich* 
w'‘2 Inrichm'* at ij* 

ffor 284* nf IinjKwt cornice cnrich't w"* j Inrichm'*4' ^'"srirt 
ai jiij* iiij' t j 

ffor 334^ Urge Halt: in y* |)aiinells 9*“ gin at vj' 
ffor 621' of Small belt: under y' brestsume? y i girl at ii^ 
ffor 3a flowers under y brestsumer i' 6 '* over at iii* ^ 
ffo*" Modilion Cornice 4' 6*" girt at v* 

iTor 176' of bcH: 6*" girt in tlie SpandrilU at iiij' 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

ffor 8 ShcilUs w'*" pannclls ic/ l>aHc & 5* perpendicular at 
XXX* eacli ^ 

(for 233^ of Architranc iii the Arches enriched inriebt Fro:! 
w'*" 2 Enrichm^ 3* girt xviii** 

ffor 8 keystones rnrichet [«V] w'*' th«-ufe; licails 16" deep 
r 3** over at ij* vj'* 

jfor 8 foliage leaves at y* fo' of y Archilraue 2' deep at iij* 
ffor f la^ of Ros^ & leaucs^,l' a** over in y* ^ Ribba att 
ij’ vj^ 

fi'or 3 double foliage flowers 2' 3*" iliaineter at x* each 
ffor ira^ of Staff w'*^ leaues under y' Architrave ofiy*4 
Arches to“ girt at xij'* 

ffor 58' of folLigc in y* 2 ribbs at y west end. i' 8** over at 
ij* vj<> 

Ifor 24' of Cornice in j’ Lanthonie i* 8*" girt at ij’ 
ffor a foliage flower in y* top of y* Laiuhome 4' 6'" over 
ffor 33' of moulding at bottom of y* lanthornc 20^ ilcep at 
x^•iij'* 

ffor 36’ 4 of foliage twisted round a Staff at bf^llom of y" 

I^iiUiom to', 6‘" g? Ij'^yj** 

^[^•'.35 • y*’* y* l-^ome fretted w*** mouldings roses palmes 
For t888 y^* of whiting at ij"* 


To Stephen Leaver Smith for workc done by him at 
WallljTOoke ah' y Koofe & Lanthornc Jan*^ 31: 167J. 


‘v; 


ob 


2: o: 


7 at iiij** 
o: 2: 35 at vil*^ 
2: 3; 19 at vij’* 


ffor Cramps w" 13: a; 5 
•ffor window barrs w'* 29: 3; 7 iip oh q 
ftor compass wind: barrs for y* Lathorne [i/Vl r o: 8 iiij ' oB 
ffor Strai^ bolts. Spikes & nailes 20: 2: 18 lij'* oh q 
ffor X Canietts, hookes, hinges, Staples, bolsters and 
holdfasts iiij'^ ot> 
iTor Stoone hookes w" 
ffor 2 Casm** & frames w'* 
ffor 6 Casmtes and frames w" 
ffor a key & mending a lock 
ffor a Stock lock 
ffor a lock and plate at 
ffor a key & biu att 
(for 4 Stock locks 
ffor 400 dugnailes 

fior 4 f»olts and piillics for y* branches 
Ifor 9 Oualls & 4 roundes & barrs w'* lOf 231*' at iiij'' 


To discount for Old Iron w" 35': 3^; 3'^ at xiiij* |icf Cent 
1*0 discount for Small Iron. 15: o; 12 at vij* per Cent 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHES 


Ilof i: Sq J of naked iloorin^ over )■* Porck |«r] Scant; 

9“' •!’" i al !■ 

(Tor 6 Sq of Roofing at xxx* 

Obr .^0* of Pitched Suiter at xiH 


« w wuij^tab laJi \lU|lir a% iJ 

alMut Scalifoltling and altering y' Gutters Sept’ 4; 1679. 

Obr a Gutter to bring y* water from M' Polixphens house 
adjoyning to the Church, being about 24' long at 
ffor turning Ctirrcni of y Gutter at y* west end being 
42* taken up & md broad 
ffor making a Modell at 

ffor Swffolding for y Plum* for y' Lanthorne anil for 
making the moulds to Strike out the lead for the Dome at 


St Stephen Wallbrookc feb’ 19; 167S. 

iTor a Mason 6 dayes to cutl 6 holes through y" Cornier 
for y* leidon pipes, tlie current of y-' Gutter Ixang turn'd 
ffor a Mason & a labourer 2 dayes to Stop 3 holes on >• 
^ South side and to make way* for y water at y* west end at 
ffor a Mason 6 dayes to cult y holes for y Timber of y" 
Organ floor 

ffor a Mason 3 dayes to cutt holes for y* bolts & Slanhis 
of y'Chur: dore 

ffnr pulling downe y‘ ^vall at y west end to make roome 
for the Staircase of y* Steeple at 
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To Strong it Kemj)ster Masons for worke done at y» Chnf: 8 c 
tower of S' Stephen Wallbrookc, Measd from y top of y' y* facia to 
) top of the Raile it bait:. And from the top of 85 Stcjjs in y Staires 
to y* top of 127 Steps heing 42 more then die former Mcasurm* feb' ig"' 

1672. 

ffor 1349' of Kentish Ashler at jj’ 

ffor 268’ of cubick Portland of y-^ foure windowc# at iP iili ' 
ffor 459' (y^ Sup“ of y* Same at xviij-^ 
fior 536' of burford Ashler in y* Splayes it Outside of y 
Staircase next the Steeple and of the head wav att 
ij* inj'* ^ 

Jir 88* of Cornice Mesd at y Nose as by contract ai xvj* 
ffor 85 of radc & Pall: die Pedcstalls and Selling allowed 
llor 85 of |>arjjen Ashler being under y" Same al iiij* vj’^ 
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DESIGNKD BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 


wrf>ugnt on both bides 6 ^ thick at iiij* 
ffor laf of Portland Par|>en of y Newell at I)* vj*' 
ftor 43 Steps of Staircs at vj* each 

ffor 36$' of circular Ashler of y* Stalrea (Steps deducted) 
at Ij* vj^ 

ffor 6 Kod^bf new Rubble at v* 
ffor I halfe pace Step on top of y' Staircs at 

Allowetl for workc oonc above 4t/ high being above 350 
Timn at xlj** 


53 


S' Stephen Wallbrookc Apn 8: i6So, 

ffor new leail w“ 6o‘ 31 3 at xvij* 

ffor Soddar at y* Steeple o: 2; 16 at ix*^ 

ffor workman’’’ and St^ar for one Cistorne at 

ffor workman: Sodar for 60' of pipe at xvij" every to*’’’ 

ifor Soder used to mend y* leads 3“ at in’* and workc vj* 

ffor lead dd to y Masons w" 9: 1: 14. at xvj* 


Reed back for cuttings w" 9'^; of; 23" at xillj* 
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*1*0 Stephen l.eavcr Smith for worke done by him at y* Chur. & 
Tower of Stephen Walbrooke from feb’ ta; 1677; to Mar; 25: 1680. 

ffor 30f cramps, w** J: 3 : 45 at iij’* ob q 
ffor 6 Stone hookes w" o: t; 75 at iiij^ 
ffor 9 p" of hinges, revits & Nailes 2: i: 1. at iiij'* 
ffor 4 Stay Iwrrs & rings at 4: O: bj at iij’’ ob 
ffor a Stay bar. & loopc for y dbre b: o: 26J at ilij** 
ffor 4 Spikes o: o: 3 at nij** 
ffor 2 revilt bam>. 15 Sadie barrs. f; 3: Ttf at iij’* 
ffor a row of Spikes and flowers at 
ffor 4 Rimb lo^ at 
ffor a Spring lock at 
ffor.a Rnnlilixrk for the Steeple dore 
ffor 3 plate bolts 
ffor 240 dice-headed Naylcs 


ab* a flore and guttering in the Tower Decern' 10. 1680. 

ffor y upper floore erected and compleaicd in y* T<»wer 
being done with ^otul yellow tleale, and the Gutters 
made of y Same in dri|w according to .Agreem* at 
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BUILDINC; ACCOUNTS OK CITY CHURCHES 


Nov* 8o. 

(Tor new Iratl w'* 25* 2: 12 at xvj* 

Dor Sodar w" o; o; 32* at I'x** 

Retarn't] for Catlirtfj.H w*' r 3*» 14“ at xiij’ K i’ 

Rc-nmines 

To Tho; Ilorne Brickln)'cr for worke done at S* Stfijl 
\Vall»rookc in finishin}' the Brick wall of y* Cluirch with 
a flash to carry of [rr>] y* water at 

To Grove & Doojfood Hai-stcr” tho Sinnme of Scaven 
Bounds laung so much (Emitted in thoir first bill of jilast** 
worke, in y |>anictilar of tho Small Rett: uncicr y' breastsum' 
j*" ± V>rt at |>er fo* the Summe of which bill is 444*!: 17*; 3''. 
whereas it oiij^ht to have been 7^ more vk* 451: 17; 3 

To John l^n^Iand Carprnt* for workc done at S* Stepher 
about weather lv>aitiing It Octnb* 13: 16S1. 

fifor j Sq 34' of Ground (loring in y" Vestry boardeil at 1 * 
ffor 4 Sq -J: ic/ of planking w”* s'* plank in y* bell loft & 
ring loft liK vj* viij'' 
ffor 2 Sq of 2*" plank in y' clock loft at 
ffor ff of Oiike Timl>er in y bell-loft flivire at Uj* 
ffor 418' Sup" of weather boarding y* heades M«vsd Sij at 


XX* 


fior I Sq of TimW carcase of Oake w*'* an Oake dore in 
the Same tlte rest l>oanliy w“‘ firr att 
ffor K of a Sqi of Oake floor & Warding at 
ftor to' of firr coni ice there ab* 8'* deep at 
(for a Sqr i of Oake Hore boarded w*'' firr Iniardes with 
a brestsurher 15 and 12 Scantling at 
ffor 4 dores to y‘ leads clock loft and ringing loft & Wll-lofl 
made with Oake lined w'" Slitt dcall ait i)< x* Com: 
56' Sup" 

ffor an Oake dorc lined w"; Elme, and well nail^ w’^ dice 
headed nailes at y* fo’ of y* Stairecase at 
ffor a y of a Sqr. of Roofing at 


ffor new Cor 


ipper in y* Vane wrought hollow, and Chas.scd 
cut w" 5o» at iiij’ 


-w„..w<wivuau jr V CTiry anu ;:iicepic to leir 

ffor 2 Sqrs 31' of fltviring & boarding y" Vestry at iiK v* 
ffor 1. S<jr 39' of firriiig att xxv* 
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DHSIGNED BY SIR CHRI.STOPHHR WT^EN 


ffor 5 fyirs 43* of C^tiltring y" Vaults \v’‘ gmincs at xxx* 
ifor 3 !>([. 6* of naked flooring m Steeple ac iilj^ 

Ror cfniemig y' coveiiig of y' Tribune aud for cente?. 
n wind 
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■To Richard Pinder Glai/'^ for worke done by him nt y' , Church of 
S' Stephens Wall brooke & at y Dome feb' 34. 167I. 

fibr^o54' y*" of QuiiiTi« at vi'‘ ob 28 1 1 3) 

Ifor 41 y'of Squares at vllj'* 13 19 4) 

43 10 6 

To Grove & Dcx>good Plaister'’ for worke done by them at 
S* Stephens Wall brin^ke iKuiig between y* bottom of y" Cdniice and 
the ground Jan: 10'’' 1677, 

ffor 387 y'** I of Rendering att vj'* 

(for 8 y** \ of lath and plaisier at xiiij'* 
jTor 683 y*‘‘ of whiting the Stonrwbrkc and rendering Ij'* 
flbr 33* of moulding in y* No:^& South windows to'" girt 
at xij*' 

ffor 68* of batt; moulding att vp 
(Tor pointing 35 windowes at 
(for Sca(foliTing 10 y Dome and y" Church att 


t,6 


Ma^ns at S‘ Stephen VVallbrooke Aug* 13. 1678. 

(for Sheet lea«l w“’ 61 1: a; 17 att xvij" 

(for lead dtf. to y Masons a; o; o alt xiiij* 
fl'or Sodder w“ o: 2: 19 at ix"* 
ffor workmanship of Cistomes 

Rccd- of lead & cuttings Ojt': i**: a’’ at xiiij' and Sodder 


9" at ix" 


Remaines 


To Strong & Kempster Masons for worke at y* Chun & Steeple of 
‘ Stephen VVallbrooke, Measd from y under side o! y* facia to y lop 
' 8' above y Same & from y* top of 34 Steps of Staires to y' top of 
Stefrt being 16 more Aug' 28. 78. 
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of 8' above 
40 

(for 26* 4** of freestone block at ij* liij'' 
ffor 39^ 4^ of Sup" freestone at xitij'' 
(Tor 111' of freestone Ashler at ij* iilP 
ffor I a' 4*“ of Cnhick Portland at ij* ij** 
ffor 3 Rod J of Rubble at lij* 
ffor 277 y** of finishing at xviij'* 
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.S6 BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCMES 


(for 4 Fe.%UK>i»^ii Scniwlc^ 2* ic*" wide 6* high lO** tliick 
at X* each 

fiVir clcanlfip 16 Colurnes 6 Pilasters 2 Coinc PillastcT' 
ffor. 10 Aiitiek Captuilla at 
Oor 163^ o'" of parapett ii*" i Sq. at iiij* v]'’ 
ffor Carving a. SheiKi [j/*] 4 festoones 14 Kej'stcnes 2 lai^e 
Keystones 2 |)almes at 

ffor t5T 6*“ of Purbeck Step wrotight with an Astragali atl 
iij* vj‘* 

ffor 5cy o'* of riih'd purbeck halfe (wco at xi)"* 
ffor 14' g" of I’urbedc Step at ij* iiij'' 
ffor 578^ of Keniisli Ashler at Ij* 

JT«>r 166' of Coines of freestone at ij* iiij** 
ffor 46^ of .Sup“ )>ortland att xviij'' 
ffor 124' of Circular freestone at ii* vP 
ffor 62’ o'" of Portland facia 15*" ticep’ at iiij* viij*’ 
ffor a Rubble Arch over the freestone Arch in y' doroway 
[w] to y Org^n loft 5^ | long 5* wide 3^ 6'" thick att kik* 
fr«>r I (\ Steps of Staires & a Step to y Organ loft at vj* each 
ffor Covering y* Walls of )' Church anti Steeple against 
winter 
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Discounted for pulling downe v* East wall and all y* 
pillars and Arches on y' No?: Side Satnc being twice 
Charged by Mistake in y' preceeding Bills) 30 o O 

Kemaines 2C1 5 to 


Tf> Roger Davis Joyner for worke done b> him at y* Chu?; of 
S' Stephen Wallbonike Nov* 18: 1678. 


iTor 233' of R' wains' tlorcs at ij* vj'* 
ftor carying y" outtvard tlores w"'gules & 2 flowers in 
Scroiiles ^ 
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lo William Davis Painter for worke done by him at y Ghiir of 
S' Stephen Wallhrookc feb' 23: i f>7|. 


lTt»r 71 )'*'of painting 3 times in Ovie in 
5 dorrs at xij'' 

iTor 1405^ of Satllc barrs att j’’ ob 

ffor t4o' of locket l»arrs at iij'' 

ffor 8 Casein'* all xij'' 

ffor 4 of (lainting in j" Ovails at xlj** 
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HESICNED BY SIR CHRISTOPIIKR WREN 
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fTyr 5 dayes worlcc for a Mason to pull clownc tlie wall for 
y* new dorcase to be put in next to >• Parsons ground 
att ij* vj**' 

Ifor 5 dayes worke of a labourer to hf?lp y'* Mason at 
xjT per diem 

Ifor hewing 15* of Old Ri^te Splayes in the dore at viij*' 
rfor 2 peeces of fri'cstone lett in the Alter for the faslning 
ofy Joyncre worke long 0“ Square at 
ftbr letting in <| Rings into y Paveing of y* Church at y*" 
Opening of the Vaults att 

ffor covering y Steeple Iwfoi e winter to prevent y’ Danger 
of y frost 
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To Strong & Kcnipsicr Masons for worke <Ione by them at the 
Chu?-, & Tower of S* s/ihen: [bit] Wallbrooke, being from >' Tt»p of 
40 Steps of Staires to y* top of 58 Steps, and in y* Outside from y" top 
of B^alwue y i** facia to y top of y 2" facia Mcasd: March: 26; 167Q. 

ffor 739' 6^ of Kentish Ashler at per fo* ij* 
ffor 50* of Cubick portland at ij* iy 
ffor 95' of Sup“ Portland at 

ffor 2736* of Paveing w'** Svreedish Stone new wnnighi & 

Rubed with Smooth Sand at xij** 
ffor 18 Steps of Staires at yj* 
ffor 66' of black it white Marbel paveing at 
ffor 6' of Rigate Arche 21*" wide 20’" deep at xij'' 
ffor 49' 8'" of Circular Marble .Step at x* 
ffor 5 Rod of new Rubble at 5^; 2*: 6 * 
ffor to' of Purbeck Step at •]• ij** 
ffor 79' of facia is*" deep & xa** bed at iiij* viij^ 
flof 144' 6 '“ of Circular Ashler Step deducted at ij* 
ffor 2 i 8' of freestone coymes att ij* iUj"* 
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y third facia l)eing even w*** lltc Rcllflure, it from y top of 58 Steps to y* 
lop of 85 Steps of Suites being 27 Steps more then y former Mcasd^ 
[wcjjune: I4‘* 1679. 

ffor y88‘ 6*“ of Kentish Ashler att iJ* 
ffor 29<y of freestone Cuvnes ai ij* liij'’ 
ffor 204' 9'* of Circular Ashler at ij* vj"* 
ffor 37 Steps of Staires at vj* each 
ffor 2 halfepace Steals l>eing twice as broad os y" rest at 
vj» each 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CUUKCHES 


fTor 45' of Cubick Portland at ij* ij** 4*7 6 

Ifor 75' J Siifi” Porllaiid at xviij'* 5 »3 

flbr I p j of cubick Ibirford Stone ij* iiij'’ 1 ft 10 

ffor 16' 5 Sup" at o i c> 3 

iTor 7 Rod 7' of Kubblc at 2" vj*^ 36 o 0 

ftor .Si* oJ Portland facia 15*" deep 1’ bed at iiij" viij** tS iS o 

tfor S’ of dripp Slone 9'" deep at ij* vj** 1 o o 


^55 *4 4 


To Matt; Kobcits Plum' for worke di>ii at Walbnx»k<* Cb. fcl/ (>: 82. 
ffc»r new lr.ul for 2 lengths of pif>cs w** 2: 3: 8 at xvj* 2^2 

ftor m.iking the a lengths of pipi^ at xv* each i 10 o 

ftor Spikes and Naylcs at o 3 O 


J la a 


To John Longlaml Cariteni' for a Moulding ab' >* fool 
“f y* Lanthomc at VValbrookc 17* 4*“ long 2* girt i'" at 1* 
ftor a pannell of y well hole in ihc Steeple 3* 9"* over 
with a mould 1 2* ab* ihe Ocllagon [r/r] ao'* girt at 
(Tor 2 firr trunks each 27’ at 
(Tor mending 2 well holes broake by y* Masons at 
iTor the I^nthorne over y* Vestry at 
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To Get>: Peowrie Glair.’ for worke done at S' Stcphi n 
W.dlirookc in cxi.-hangeing 53’ of glass quaries to fitt y' 
new casein" at iliJ** 

•Tor pining in 2 large Casni" 

•Tor 14 (Juarrles at 
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I o to 


'J o Dogorsl & Grove PlaisleP* for worke tlonc at VValbrookc Chur; 
May: 82, 


(Tor Uihing & plaistcring y Gcliitg in the Vestry and 
under y Gall; w"* heart laths 54 v'^ i at xiiii" 
ffor 58 of Rendering at vj^ 
ffor 112 )•*• of Whiting at ij’' 


3 3 7 
I 9 o 
o 18 S 

5 1*3 


^^To Rich; Pinder Glai^' for worke done at Walbrook Chuh May 25: 

(Tor 19^ A of Quarries in y' Ringing loft and Vestry at vij'* 511 1 

ftor 52’ ; of Skie lights at x** 239 
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DESIGNED BY SIR CHRISTOPHER WREN 

To Stcj): Leaver Smith for worke done by Him at y* Chur 
S‘ Stephen Walbrot»ke from hiar: aS; 1680 to fcb* 22: 1682. attij 
June 1682. 

nbr 21 Cramps. & plu|^ w'* a o: 26 at in'* ot> q 

ffor 8 j/ of hinges, revitts 8 c nailes O: 3: 21 i at iiij^ ob 
ffor 3 nevitt l)arn> & 30 Sadie barrs t; o: igi at ui'* ob q 
ffor 4 Stone hookcs at o: a 95^ at iiij-* 

ffor 2 Casm‘ frames & hookes no: 14 at vij*’ 
ffor Spikes ^ 0:6:1 at ifr* ob q 

ffor lead to ruh the Stone hookes o: 2: 2 at j* ob 
ffor a plate for y“ lock of y' Steeple dorc 
ffor 2 bolts & 4 Staples for y dore going to y* Ve8tr\' tlore 
ffor a Stock lode to die Same 
ffor 4 hold fastes for the trunk at 
ffor a Rimb lock Staple & lead for y* Vestry dorc 
ffor a lock to the leads att 
ffor a Spindle w** 2!* at iiij'* 

ffor Scaffolding to y* Lonthom to fix y Spindle and vane 
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To Strong & Kempster Masons for worke done at S' Stephen 
WalbrSke June 22'’ 1682. 

ffor 2d j of biirford flash over y Vestry 4*" deep 4'* 
projection at xviij** 

ffor f of rubed purbeck Step at y Vestry & South west 
dore at ij* vj** 

ffor 14' of rough purbeck Step out of y North dore In 
y‘ SlreeVal ij* ij** 
ffor a Chimney head at 
ffor 16' of brick worke under y* Steps att iiij'* 
ffor 21' of rough purbeck pavmg at viij'’ 
ffor ■2*’ 2 of Rough purbeck Step at ij* 
ffor f I of Ponied cojicing 22'* broad s'" Uiick at v’ 
ffor 2.3 days 4 worke for a Mason letting in Iron barrs and 
making way for y" Carpent* ab‘ y Steeple and Vestry, 

Tyleing and -Poarch 
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To Strong & Kempster Masons the Summe of 10^: 10* 
being Soc much disburse by them upon aw’ard of S'" Jo; 
Shorter S* John Moore, and S' Robert Jeffries to be pair! 
to y* Farmers of the Marcates for damage done to the 
Piam of the Stekes [ifrj Marcats in building the Church att 
ffor their Chvges to the Otficere 
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BUILDING ACCOUNTS OF CITY CHURCHKS 


To Thor Lalne Painf for worke dnn at S* Sicplictt Walbrookc 
Sept' 1682 

ffor ftainiing 6 y*** I of rcviit Iwrrs ai iij^ o 1 6 

ffor painting ^0 y^' runfl of Saddle barr at j*’ oti o 4. 6 

ffor 13 i in y* trunks & Lanthome painted 3 limes in 
Oylc at x** o 11 3 

o >7 3 

To Edw; Bird Painier' [w] for worke done ab' y' Vane of Walbroke 
Ap; 87 

ffor 22' of Guilding the Glnq foyle at iiij* 480 

ffor Slrowiog the Vane Iron with blew at o 14 0 

520 

Totali'for all Accounts 7831. 2 7 

Deduct as bclaso 178 9 o 

^7652 13 7 
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DEDUCTIONS. 


Cxots, t/rs. lbs. 
t25 3 12 

35 3 3 

15 o 12 

9 o 25 

1 2 14 

3 • 3 2 
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Credit for cuttings on lead 
Old Iron 
Small do. 

Credit for leatl cuttings 
Do, do. 

Do. tio 

Credit for soddar 

Item charged twice in error 
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11 .—Soitie Remarks on (Itc Churches of the Domesday Survey, 
Ry William Page. FS^l, 


Read 21st january, 1915. 


Sir Henry Eli.is,* Linganl,* and others have called attention to the ir- 
re^larity of the entries relating tr> churches and priests in the Domesday 
SuiA'cy, and have consequently disparaged the evidence that the Survey affords 
of ecclesiastical organization of the eleventh century. Although there is some 
truth in their assertions, yet there arc certain points which c\-olve from a study 
of the subject which I venture to think arc w'orthy of the consideration of this 
Society. 

One of the principal difliciilties with regard to this subject is that several 
churches which contain architectural remains of pre-Conquest date, and others 
whose existence before 1086 is vouched for by documenUiry evidence, arc not 
mentioned in the Survey. This can be accounted for to some e.xtent by the fact 
that the Sun’cy being compiled for fiscal purposes did not concern itself with 
churches which for want of endowment or other reasons were not liable to 
taxjition. It is expressly stated that certain churches were not taxed.* and 
.some othei-s, not mentioned, there can be little doubt, were likewise exempt. 
Occasionally al.so the cntn*r of a church is unrecognized because it appears 
under the name of a hamlet on the land of who.se lord it was probably built.* 
The mo.st usual reason perhaps for not hnding an entry of a church in Domes¬ 
day is that it belonged to a religious body which had cither appropriated its 
endowment, or had established it unendow’ed and ser\Td it from its own house,* 

' Ellis, Crn. litiroii. (0 Dom. Bk., i. 386. • Lingard, AugloSasoK Church, i, 398. 

’ See the church^ of Framplon Coltcril in Gloiiecslerxliinr {l>0ut. Bk., orig. text, 169), Wantage 
and Sparsholt in Berks. iT. C //. Bfrks., i, 328.329; orig. text, 57I, Manchester and Blackburn in 
Lancashire (/ C It. Lnuc., i, 286.287; ong, text, 270). A hide at Droitwich held by two pnests never 
paid geld {V. C, II H'orc,, j. 30a; orig. text, 174 b\. See also Filsham in Sussex ( K C. II. Sus.\r.\, i, 397; 
orig. text, 18/i). 

* St;e the churches of TitchfielU in HanLt entered under its luuulvt of Crofton j K C. II. Hanijf, i, 
476 ; orig. text, 44I. Ash in Surrey under its hamlet of Henley ( V. C. II. Surrey, i. 31 1; orig. text, 34), 
Stanwick and Kirkby Klccthaoi in Yorks, under their respective hamlets of Aldborough and Fleetham 
iP. C. H. Yorks., .V. Riding, \, 133, 322), and many others could be quottxl. 

* At Woodburj’ in Devonshire the abbot of St. Michael’s Mount held m 10O6 the church and land 
which the priest had held in to66 iT. C. H Ontui, i, 410; Exon. Pom., fol, 96 A). 
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SOME RH.XrARKS OX THE CHURCHES 


Tt would take a ron.sirl<rr,ible .imount of research to trace out (he ownership in 
jo86 of all the known pre-Cotupiesl churches in England not mentioned in 
Domesday, hut it may be staterl that (lie followin;^ belonged to religious houses 
or ccdesia.sli<>;, viz: in Devonshire, Sidhury to the Bishop of Hxclrr; in Wilt¬ 
shire, Bradford-on-Avon lo Shaftesbury'Abbfiv, Rrenihill to .Malmesbury Abbey, 
.'sonicrfonl Rcyncs to the Bishop of*Lisieux; in Hampshire,* Tichboi ne an'd 
Hnmbhtdon apparently to the Bishop of W'inchesler; in Sussex,* Bishopstone 
to the Bishop oi Chichester. in Kent, St Martins Canterbury to the Archbishop 
ol Cantcibuiy'; in Essex, liadstork or Ciidenhou and Strethall to Ely Abbev; 
in Buckinghamshire. Wing to the abbey of St. Nicholas of Angers; in Bedford¬ 
shire, Clapham to Ramsey iVbbey’, luivcy to the Bishop of Coulances; in Hert¬ 
fordshire. St. xMichacls and St. Stephen’s. St. Albans, to St. Albans Abbey; in 
Northamptonshire, Barnack to PeterlKU'ough or Crowland. Earls Barton to the 
abbey ol St. Mary de la pro; In I.incolnshirc, Braceliridgc to (kiOlTrey Bishop 
of Coutances, f'lee and Clentworth to the Bishop of Baveux, and .Marion to thr* 
Bislu^p of Durham. 

It may be noticed also w'ith regard to this point that although there 
are occasionally entries in the Domc.sday Hook of churches with good endow- 
ments on the lands of eccle.sia.stics, yet in mo.st c/uses lew, and in some instances 
IK) churches are shown on the laml.s of religious l^wlies. Thus no church or prie.sl 
w ill be found in the retuip of the vast pos.sc.ssions of the abbey of St. Albans 
11- nor yet in the nineteen holdings of the church of Coventry in 

Warwickshire.and so with regard to the great c.states of Glastonlmry (with one 
exception). Muchelney, Athelney, Bath, and many others. Nor is there a pric.st 
or a church recorded on the lands of the Bi.shop of London in Middlesex, and 
only nvo m thirty-four holdings of the bishop in Essc.x. It must not, how- 
c\cr, be nccc>sarily' suppo.se.d that these estates were altogether devoid of 
churches, in fact we know in some instances* this Ls not so, but it would 
sTCm lliat each religious house considered perhaps all its lands, at all events 
those vills which surrounded it. as it.s parish, and anv churches which hai>- 
pened to be built upon .sucli lands would be, in most cases, served from it 
I lius m ioc,2 It was decided m a suit that although there were several churches 
in Worcester, there was no parish but that of the mother or cathednil cliurch* 
and according to the Domesday Book every hide of land in the great handled 


* Ihifortunately I l.avc not fouii.l evidence of tlie ownership of the notablr 
of Drcnmorc tti xo86. 


pn;-Conquc.st church 


* At Arhngioiiihe church l»i» pre-Conquest details and is not mentioned in DomcMdav Th.. 

nunor ,o W.1,„„ Abbey .„66. be. .he Ceue, of Ou held .he mi .^?.t“d,e^h 

however. m«_v have been retained by the abbey. enuren, 

• rTwr/t'*’’ Tf cl,urches on lire lands of St- Albans 

f . C. //. fi ore., IV, 4X0. quoting Heming Cluirtulaiy (ed. Hcarnei, 5^1. 


OF THK DOAfESDAY SURVEY 63 

of Oswaldslow' in Worcestershire paid a horsc-Ioad of grain at \tartinmas, pre¬ 
sumably as church-scot,' to the Bisliop of Worcester in recognition that W’orccstcr 
Cathcclnil was the ini^ther churdi.* A like custom prevailed with regard to the 
monastic church of Pershore throughout llie hundred of Pcrshorc/ it may be 
noticed alst) that the churches ot the Vale of Kvesham were chapclries of the 
mother church or monastery of Kvesham almost to the Dissolution, so that in 
the eleventh centuiy' the whole hundred ol Blackenhurst in \W>rcestcrshirc 
formed the jjarish of Ex'csham Alibey. In 1147 Poix: Hugenius refers to the 
ptiyochiant of the abbot f>l *\bingdon signifying all the tenants of the abbot, 
even those outside the county of Berks/ Again, in 1178 Pope Alexander issued 
a bull contirminy the privileges of Ramsey Abbey, and in it there is a prohibi¬ 
tion for any one to presume to build within the parish of the monasterj a church 
or oratory without the assent ol the bishop of the diocese and that of the abbey.' 
In Bast Anglia the organization of llie parish church was more fully developed, 
and the modern idea of a parish seems possibly to have been recognized in the 
Domesday Book for Suffolk.* 

A further point ol difficulty is W'hether the rcrference to a priest in Domes¬ 
day implies the existence ol a chin ch. This question can be answered only by 
an examination ol the individual entries, for besides the references to what 
lor convenience we will ciill the paiochial clerg)' there are many notices of 
priests holding lands in their own right or as alm.smen and clerks* ol the king 
or others, who had no cures or at all events were without cures at the places 
where they are entered. But in cases other than these it is generally sale to infer 
that w here there is an entry of a priest in Domesday a church existed. 

It will be w ell, however, to examine theyi^m/z/r/c as to churches and priests 
which arc used in the Domesday Book in dilTercnt parts of the country. As 
will be noted later, what we may term manorial or parish churches’ had no 

As to payment ol churcli*scoi to mother churrh, Hce Laws of Inc and Edgar, 'I hurue, Ancintt 
LaiM, i, .j6, iji. 

if ^*9® (orig. text, i74l' * /Itid,, mk (oritr. text, 17s 

* Lhtvn. Mon. de jUdn^don. (Kolb Serj, ii, 200. 

» Rnnmy Ca/ifdary (Rolls Ser.), ii, 138. l lie parish here probably refers to the 'Iwnliru' of 
Ramsey, where there was no sepulture Ubid., i, 3.p». It is clear that the woni |)arish dowTi to the four¬ 
teenth century merely meant any tiii^trict over which an ecclwiaisiic or body of ecclesiastjc.«i ministered; 
thus Bishop Kellaw in 1311 directed the parishiryicrs of the parish church of ijtaindrop to pay procura¬ 
tion, ami in he ordered ihc arrest of John Warayn his parishioner {/Mroi/ittinu.s nog/fr), that is of 
his diocese. Ii<^’strum Pa/nimum Ihtnelnwisc (Rolls Ser.j, i, ao, 262. 

* K C. H. Sitffl, i, 419, 431 (orig. text, 282, 291 A). 

’ It is difliculi to give an appropriate designation to the church with a single incumbent. The 
idea of the parish church as wc know it did not c-xist in 1086 except (MThaps in Norfolk and Sutlblk. 
The term manorial church or church of the manor is used in the Domesday Surrey, not only for the 
churdi witli one priest, but also for the small minster or church with a college of priests. In using the 
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general adoption in the western counties of Cornwall and Devon. In the counties 
of Somerset,' Dorset, Wiltshire,and Berkshire, and occasionally in Hampshire, the 
expression used is ‘So-and-so holds the church of the manor’, and as a general 
rule priests are not referred to. In Hampshire, Surrey, Sussex, and Kent the usual 
formula is ‘there is a church to which belongs so much land’. In Norfolk and 
Suffolk, except for priests specifically mentioned, there are only references to 
churches, the entry running ‘there is a church with so much land’, etc. In Essex 
both priests and churches mentioned among the incidents of the demesne are 
referred to. Elsewhere than in Wessex, Essex, and East Anglia, however, the 
notices of priests become emphasized as compared to the references to churches. 
In the counties of Hertford, Middlesex, Northants, Leicester,Warwick,Worcester, 
Hereford, Gloucester, and Chester, the references are almost wholly to priests. 
In the Danish counties of York, Lincoln, Nottingham, Derby, Rutland, and in 
Huntingdon, the prevailingyi?;';/////^ becomes ‘ there is a church and a priest ’, or 
sometimes ‘ there is a priest with a church ’. In Lincolnshire we have the further 
term of ‘ the advowson of the church ’, which seems to equate with ‘ the church ’; 
for instance, where the ownership of a church or advowson is divided we have 
the one part expressed as ‘ half the advowson of the church ’ belonging to one 
person, while the other is entered as ‘ half the church ’ the property of another. 
It would seem also that the term advowson was generally used in Lincolnshire 
where fractions of churches are dealt with. From a comparison of these formulae 
it appears that the term church was more usual in the southern and eastern 
counties, and that of priest in the midland and western counties. In some 
cases we have entries at the same places of a priest and two churches, two 
priests and one church, and at Houghton (Hoctune) in Huntingdonshire there 
occurs an entry ‘ there is a church [but] no priest ’ {Ibi ecclesia n presbite^l and 
in Sussex ® and Gloucestershire ^ we find in one or two instances that the church 
and the priest of the same place had separate endowments. As a general rule, 
however, the use of the term church seems to carry with it a more substantial 
endowment than that of a priest, and may in some instances refer only to the 
emoluments.* 

Christianity was largely establi.shed among the Saxons through their kings 
and rulers on whose conversion it followed that the people were baptized. Hence 

terms monastery and minster it is not intended to imply that the former denotes a house of regulars 
and the latter that of seculars, a distinction which has been adopted by some modem writers. 

' By comparing the entries of the Exchequer Domesday with the Exeter copy, it will be found in 
some instances that 'presbiter' in the one will be given as ‘ecclesia’ in the other. See entry as to 
Long Ashton in V.C. //. Somers., i, 450 (orig. text, 88 and note i. 

Dom. Bk., orig. text, 204 b. ® V. C. H. Sussex, i. 426 (orig. text, 24). 

^ Dom. Bk., orig. text, 162 b, at Cheltenham. 

® See as to this Rev. O. J. Reichel in Trans. Devon. Assoc., xxxix, 365. 
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the organization of the cliiirch IoIIowtH to some extent that ah'cady adopted for 
lay pur|>(>ses. .\s each Saxon kingilo»n l)e<:ame Christian a religious house was 
founded at the principal seal of government, where was placecl the see of the 
bishop, who was intimately connected \vith the king’s court. Additional monas. 
terics were sulweijuently founded, the majority being endowed wath great areas 
of marsh, lorcst, and other waste lamls which it wiis intendefi they should reclaim, 
S(tltle, and evangelize. Over their own lands the monasteries ministered to their 
while the districts not under the rule of a monastery coni inued to be 
served by Ihe bishop from his minster of priests. Bede, writing in 731, gives 
evidence of the itinerant character of the ministration of the clergy in hi.s lime. 
He relates in a famous p-assage often quoted how when clerks visited places to 
preach, baptize, and visit the .>u;k, the pef>ple flocked to them.^ and when Cuthbcit 
some fifty years earlier travelled sometinie_s on ft>ol.and less often on horseback, 
the people c;ime together to hear his preaching.* Aid.in, .as Be<le relates, flid the 
same.'’ The <*xpression frequently used by Bede that a church was I>iiiU in a p.ir- 
ticular di.strict apparently refers to the founding ot a monastery. 

According to a charier of VVihtre<l, King of Kent (69O to 716), the churches 
in Kent at that date arc stated to be those of St. Peter and Christchurch, 
Canteiijun’, Rochester, Folkestone, 1 -yminge, Reculver, Dover, Hoe, Uprainster. 
.Soulhminster, and .Sheppey,' all of which were monastcric.s. By a decree of the 
W'itan .as to I he disj)osaI of the inlieritancc of Oswulf among the cliurche.s of R.asi 
Kent in 8.14, the churches are named, imd their number in the latter district h;id 
not increa.sed.‘ 'Iluis we have probably the ecclesiastical organization of Kejit 
up totltc time of the D.inish invasions,consisting of two cathedral establishments, 
and nine other monastcric.s, each of which would hax e its parish ser^’cd by priests 
from the monasteries. 

At llie same time there must have been recognized pUices of assembly for 
those who dwelt at a distance from a monastery’ to rccc:i\'e the riles of religioa 
Prribably there were hallowed spots—/wtVw/ZdW/V to use Bede's U nri—nuirked 
by crosses, or iK»ssibIy chaiK'Is or onitories ’ to which the missionary priest w'ould 
naiur;illy go when visiting the dislrici. In the Life of St. Willibald it is slated 
tliat in Saxony many of the iiobhrs and otlurrs were * wont to have, not a church, 
but the standard of the holy cro.ss dedicated to the Lord, and reverenced w ith 
great honour, lifted up on high so as to be convenient for the frequency of daily 
prayer'.* Bode refers to the cross erected by Oswald, King of Bernicia, at the 

‘ /ii cl bk. iii, cap. 26. 

* /AfW., bk. iv, cap. 27;' Life and Miracles of St Cuthbcit cap. 14. 

•' Bede, Arc/. bk. iii, cap. 5. * Hadtion .and Stubbs. Coiaid/s atiti Fuel. Due.., Iii, 238. 

* 'I’liorpc, eitiff/., 96-100. * Bede, off. dl., hit. iii, cap. 11. 

'• Jbtii., bk. V, cap. 12. ’ IIodoefoncoH Sutuh IVUldMUi, cap, 3. 
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batllf of Dcniscburn in 634 as a place of prayer which was viijited by the 
brethren of I Icxham, and where later a church wlis built. Bede adds that before 
Oswald sei ii]> his cros.s, tlu.Te was no sign of the Christian faith, no church, no 
altar throughout the nations of the Hcrnicianss It is a significant fact that Celtic*, 
Saxon, and Danish cro.sses in this country, jvirticularly in the north of England, 
are commonly found in proximity to churchc.s, wliich leads to the suggestion that 
they often marked the sites oi /or/ orationh^ where later the parish churches 
\yould be erected. 

After the Danish invasion of the ninth centur}* the church like the state 
seer^ to have undergone a reformation. An important development under 
the legislation of Alfred and Edward the Ellder wiis the formation of boroughs 
as administi-ative centres to wliich dependent districts were attached;* and 
the establishment of churcho.s at such places with their ecclesiastical organi- 
iration wouhl supply a necessary complement to the lay jurisdiction. A little 
later, possibly, hundred.s appear as units of administiation which in many 
nrstances probably adopted the burghal districts as the ai-eas of their sokes. In 
Wchsex and the west the hundrerls usually took their names from the borough 
town.s, and w'hat w’erc later hundred manois, where the meetings of the hundred 
courts \vere held. Hl.sewherc in England the older hundreds, formed probably 
belorc those established consequent on the legislation of Alfred and Edward the 
Elder, were named after the mecting.place of the hundred at some prominent 
tcntiire such as a conspicuous tree, earthivork, or stone, but the later formed 

hundred;, like those in VV'essex were pro]>ablv called from the borough or vill 
where the court .sat. ' 

As will be .sliown Irom the evidence of the parts of the Domesday Book 
relating to some of the Wes.scx t'ountic.s, churches arc recorded at the hundred 
joroughs or manors or other administrative centres which are very frequently 
the only dmrdies entered in the 5 ur\Ty under such hundreds.' Con.seciuentlv 
It may perhap.s lie concluded that in this part of the countr>^ one diurch 
originally served the dLstnet dependent upon such an administrative centre 
and became the mother church to the churches subsequently built there the 

T"’"' instances served from it. At fin,t it would 
qf. ^-hurdles founded at the.se towns w ere smdl minsters or churcht‘s 

<0 eges of secular pnesLs or canons,‘ but the later form of foundation was 

m ^ ’ to the faci U.ai io the fifteenth ccniurv 

15CC will of Dr places ol |)r,<>er when carryiii}- the dead to burial 

isce w 11 01 Or. Kt^nalil Menhurderwa. htonumaitu Arndt, nica (Rolls Sen) it 

Uiadwick, A„glo.::„Lxon htsiiiuthns 219-aa. ' ’ 

rMj^:7zzxtr'‘ "■* 

' IVm were probabi,, He ■ mmileriiams • ol Uie Wcs»at Lews ol Alfred wiiere sancluar,- ww. 
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(lie parish church with its single incumlK‘nt which l)egan to be common in 
tliis rountr\' toward llnr close ot the tenth ccntur3\ There Ls ample evidence of 
the Ijiiilding of such churcht's during the elevenlli centuiy, and throughout the 
twelfth renlur\’. ^ 

1 he ecclesiastical organization under small minsters or colleges of priests, 
and after them under manorial or |)arish churches, diftcred in other parts of the 
(■ountr)' trom that which existed in Wessex, and the development of churches in 
such other districts will be hereafter shown for convenience under the ancient 
English kingdoms. No attempt has been made to identify the different t)pcs of 
churches witli the cUisscs set out in the laws ot the Saxon and later kings. As will 
be seen, the organization ot the chun hes varied so greatly in the different parts of 
the. country that a careful and lengthy investigation would have to l>c made iis 
to the jdace of origin of the various scries of laws, and how far they applied to 
a particular district 

For examining in detail the evidence of the Domesday Book as to the con¬ 
dition of the church, it will be well to tike first the counties comprised in the 
kingdom of Wessex as it existed at tin* time of the division between Kdwy and 
F.dgar in 057» to start with Cornwall, where the most primitive conditions 
prevailed. It mu.st be observed that the entries in the Domesday Book tor the 
western counties arc not placed under hundreds or similar divi.sion.s as they aie 
elsewhere in England. It is dear, however, from the Exeter Domesday that 
such divisions existed in loC/j. In the reconstruction of the Domesday entries 
under hundreds, upon which the following ob.sen^ations are ba-sed, the Feudal 
Aids and other later .sources have been used for the boundaries of the hundreds. 

In Cornwall there was probably a considerableCcltic.survival in the eleventh 
century. Wc find no houses of monks at the time of the Domesday Sun'cy, the 
county being apparently sei-ved by communities of secular canons. It isclcar that 
the minster of St. Petrock at Bodmin, the seat of the bishopric of Cornwall till its 
destruction by the Danes in 081. remained the centre of religious organization 
As a remnant of its former importance; it received from various places the yearly 
render of an ox and shet^p, There was a time possibly when the bishop and 
the pric.sts of his minster at Bfvlmin sene<l all Cornwall. By 10.%. however, 
there were small independent houses of secular priests at .St. (.icrinain which 
succeeded Bodmin as the episcopal sec in 981. St. Bury^an. St. Constantine. 

given (ThoriH;, .-inrintt Aynw, i.aj; rompare Lingard, Angfo-Saxon CJiutr/i, i, t6o); and U»c Rev. O J. 
Rcichel. B.C.L., is of opinion that the term church was onginally confined to collegiate churches 
culler secular or monastic, because by ancient nili- only a collegiate body could administer discipline • 
only a body which included ileaconsas well as prie,sts could undertake the administration of ecclesiastical 
property- only where there were several priests was it possible to discharge thi- offices for tlicdead 
See ‘ Clmrclics and church endowments in ilie eleventh and twelfth centuries rtat$s. Dfi'onslitrti 
Assoc^ xxxix, 363. 4. 
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St. Crantock, St. Goran, St. Keverne, St. Michael’s Mount, St. Neots, St. Pieran 
or Pen anzabuloe, and St. Probiis. 

Little is known of the early organization of the church in Cornwall. The 
Domesday Book affords no hint of the existence of manorial or parish churches 
there in 1086. At the same time it is a curious fact that besides the minsters 
already referred to there are mentioned in the Domesday Book about seven 
places named after saints mostly Celtic, twenty-four places whose names begin 
with ‘ Lan one beginning with ‘ Eglos and one ending in ‘ Circa all of which 
it might be supposed took their names from churches of some sort. Whether 
such churches represented building's, or were merely loci orationis marked out 
by the sur\dving crosses often associated with the existing ancient churches, 
want of evidence prevents us from forming an opinion. 

In Devonshire by the reconstruction of the Domesday entries we have 
evidence of the organization of the church under administrative centres. The 
western part of the county, including the high land of Dartmoor Forest, was but 
slightly settled in the eleventh centur\'. There is here no evidence in the Domes¬ 
day Book of small minsters or parish churches. The wealthy monastery of Tavi¬ 
stock, with possessions extending into Cornwall, doubtless ser\Td the hundred of 
Lifton (including the later hundred of Tavistock), and perhaps the hundred of 
Blacktorington in the west, and may account for the omission of all reference to 
churches here in Domesda)^ The abbey of Buckfastleigh probably sensed the 
hundreds of Stanborough and Roborough in the south, while the Bishop of 
Exeter would look after the scanty population in the high land and moors of the 
middle of the county, including the hundreds of Crediton and Teignbridge, from 
his minster at Crediton, where a community of secular canons no doubt remained 
after the removal of the see to Exeter in 1050. 

In other parts of the county we begin to get evidence of small minsters and 
manorial churches at administrative centres, apparently serving the hundreds 
in which they lie. Thus in Hartland hundred, in the north of the county, the only 
church referred to in Domesday was at Hartland or Nectans Stoke, where there 
was a comniunity of twelve secular canons, afterwards refounded as a house of 
Austin canons, who held the manor of Gerold the chaplain.* In South Molton 
hundred there was a community of four priests at the hundred manor of South 
Molton holding a virgate of land in alms of the king.* In Axminster hundred 
the only church was at Axminster, where there was a minster of priests, holding 
half a hide, said to have been founded by Athelstan.® At Exminster in Ex¬ 
minster hundred, whose name denotes the existence of a religious house, the 
king had given to Battle Abbey the land which had been allotted by the reeve 

1 V. C. H. Devon, i, 518 (Exon, text, 456, 456^). * Ibid., 435 (Exon, text, 194^). 

^ Ibid., 404, 545 (Exon, text, 84 A, 503). These are duplicate entries. 
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to a priest in the time of Edward the Confessor.’ In Plympton hundred the 
canons of the minster church of St. Peter of Plympton held two hides,* and the 
priests of the township of Yealmpton had one hide.* 

In Colyton hundred the only church was at the hundred manor of Colyton, 
endowed with half a virgate of land.’ In Collumpton hundred the only church 
was at the hundred manor of Collumpton, which had been given to Battle Abbey.* 
In Braunton hundred there was a priest of the manor of Braunton, indicating per¬ 
haps a church.® In Fremington hundred there was a priest at Instow.f In 
Wonford hundred the only church was at Pinhoe, endowed with a virgate of 
land also given by Battle Abbey.* In Budleigh hundred the only church was 
at Woodbury, which was held by the Abbot of Mont St. Michel, who had appro¬ 
priated the endowment of half a hide which the priest there had formerly held.® 
In Kerswell or Haytor hundred the only church in Domesday was at Kers- 
well with half a virgate,’" but it would seem probable from the name that 
there was also a church at St. Marychurch on the land of the Bishop of Exeter.” 
In Axmouth hundred, now included in Axminster hundred, the church of Sidbury 
still perhaps retains work of pre-Conquest date, but being owned by the Bishop of 
Exeter,’* and probably without endowment, it would be served apparently trom 
the bishop's minster, and therefore finds no place in Domesday. 

In the city of Exeter, besides the minster church of St. Peter and the church 
of the canons of St. Mary of the Castle, there is reference to three other churches 
attached to the estates of the larger landowners. The church of St. Stephen 
belonged to the bishop’s holding; ’* the church of St. Olave to that of the Abbot 
of Battle; ” and another unnamed, probably St. Laurence, to that of the Count 
of Mortain.’® 

In the county of Somerset a very large proportion of the land was in the 
hands of ecclesiastics. Glastonbur>^ alone, notwithstanding the losses it suffered 
at the Conquest, owned, it has been reckoned, an eighth part of the county.’® 
Besides this abbey there were religious houses at Bath, Wells, Muchelney, and 


’ Ibid., 403, 540 (Exon, text, 83, 498^). 
* Ibid., 406 (E.\on. te.xt, 86^1). 

® Ibid., 435 (Exon, text, 195). 

’ Ibid., 496 (Exon, text, 390/&). 

» Ibid., 410 (Exon, text, 96 b). 

Ibid., 417 (Exon, text, 120). 

Ibid., 416 (Exon, text, 118 A 


* Ibid., 406 (Exon, text, 86). 
Ibid., 405 (Exon, text, 85). 

* Ibid., 405 (Exon, text, 194 b). 

* Ibid., 410 (Exon, text, 95^). 
’® Ibid., 404 (Exon, text, 85). 


•* loia 4io viL.xuii. icAi, Priests apparently as almsmen of the king held lands at Swym- 

bridge Clannaborough, Eastanton, Up Otter}', Brockland, Stallenge, Uplowman, Bickington, Raddon, 
and Shapleigh, but it is doubtful whether they had cures at these places (»^/</., 434, 452, 481, 484. 485, 
40:1 400, S17. S18, 527, 537, 540 (E.xon. text, 295/>, 296, 337 b, 342 b, 343. 378,394, 456, 475 b, 496, 498)), 
aS’ priests possibly held in like manner at Evercreech and Wincanton (’^'^^ 457 . 49 ^)- 

Ibid., 417 (Exon, text, 120 b). 436 (Exon, text 196). 

Ibid., 446 (Exon, text, 222 b). ’« U. C. //. So»;.rs., u, 85. 
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Athclncy. all w endowed Few churches are entered in Domesday under the 
lands of these houses probaldy for the reasons suggested. The evidence of the 
borough minsters and churches at hundred mnnom is still ample. The mo.st inter¬ 
esting of them is the rnin.stcr at the Bishop of Winchesters borough of Taunton, 
the only church mentioned in the Domesday Book in the hundred of Taunton. 
Here we have a remarkable example of an administrative i)f)rough with a de¬ 
pendent district attached to it which corresponded with what was then pr«»bab1y 
the himdrcd‘ At the borough of Taunton the courts were held, the customarv* 
dues were paid, the host met for military service; here also was the market and 
the mint The minster, a house of .‘lecular canons, which in f 113 wa.s converted 
into a priory of Austin canons, was in existence in 90.4 when Edward the Elder 
granted Stoke St Mary to the Bishop of VVinchester for its benefit^ Through¬ 
out the dependent district, with one exception, the lords of the lands when they 
died were buried at the minster, to the minster was paid the churchscot, and at 
it w'as collected Peters pence.’ 

()f the other chtircltes of .Somerset mentioned in Domci^kiy, the only one 
in Carhampton hundred was that at C^arhampton, endowed with one and a half 
hides, mid held by Peter Bishop of Chester.* ^ In Williton hundred the only 
church was at St. Mar>' ‘ Warverdinestoch ' or Stogumber, held wiLli two hides 
by Richer de Andeleio, one of the king’s clerks.' In Brompton hundred there 
was a priest at Kings Brompton holding a hide of land in alms of the king.* 
In Milverton hundred the only church was at the hundred manor of Milverton 
with ;i virgale and a fciiing of land.' In Cannington hundred the only church 
was at the hundred manor of Omnington with two and a half virgates of lanrl, 
which was held by Erchenger. one of the king’s clerks.* In the hundred! of North 
Petherton the only church wiis that of St. Mar)' at Nortli Petherton willi three 
virgates of land, which was held by Peter Bishop of Chester, and afterwards by 
his nephew Ralph ’ In the hundred of Abdick there was a church at Curry 
Rivel,"’ and a priest at llminstcr a significant name. 

In the hundred of South Petherton a priest hchl a hide in alms of the king 
at South Petherton. In the hundred of Crewkeme, the only church was at the 
hundred manor of Crewkeme, held by St. Stephen of Caen with an endowment 
of ten hides, an endowment which implies a community of priests.” In linlin- 
hull hundred Tscuic the provost and the canons of the minster of St Andrew of 

' Set’ Maitland, Domesday Book nud Bryond, 113. * K. C H. Sowtrs,, ii, 141* 

’ Itrtd., i, 442, 443, 527 (orig text. 87 b ; Exon. Domessdaj', 751. * Ibt'd., 471 (orig. text, 91 b), 

* /bid. ("ng. tfxl. iyy). * ibid., 1, J37 (ong. text, 103). ^ /bid., 471 (orig. text, 91 A). 

* Ibui., 471 (orig. text, 91 b\. In the twelfth centurj' there was a house of Benedictine nuns 
adjoining Uic church (ibid., ii, X09). 

* /bit/., i, 471 (orig. text, 91 b\, 

“ //lit/., 471 (orig. text, 91 Af. 
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Ilchester held six hides, and six parish priests held two and a halt hides.' In 
Catash hundred there was a clerk at South Cadbury with halt a hide of land.- 
In Frome hundred the only church was that of St. John at the king’s market 
town of Frome which was held by Reinbald the priest,® one of the king’s clerks, 
who held with it a hide of land.* In Kilmersdon hundred the only church was 
at Kilmersdon with half a hide.® In Chewton hundred the only church was 
at Chewton Mendip, held by the Abbot of Jumi^ges.® In Keynsham hundred 
there was a priest at Keynsham holding a hide.^ In Bedminster hundred there 
was a priest at Bedminster.® In Congresbury hundred the only church was at 
Congresbury with half a hide of land.® In Hartcliff hundred the only church 
was at Long Ashton with a virgate of land.'® 

Although there is only definite evidence of minsters of secular canons at 
Taunton and Ilchester, and from their names at Ilminster and Bedminster, yet 
the endowments of most of the other churches of Somerset mentioned in Domes¬ 
day indicate the existence at one time of small communities of priests rather 
than single incumbents. 

The county of Dorset is not satisfactory for an investigation of this nature. 
Over a third of it was at the time of the Domesday Survey in the hands of the 
church, where, for reasons already given, we have little evidence of the ecclesias¬ 
tical organization, much of the land also was forest, and the hundred system 
apparently had not fully developed. In the north-west of the county the Bishop 
of Salisbury held the possessions of the ancient see of Sherborne, including the 
hundreds of Sherborne, Beaminster, Charminster, and Yetminster. At the last 
three it is clear there were minsters at the hundred towns, but their endowments 
having been absorbed apparently by the bishop, we learn nothing about them 
from Domesday. Besides the bishopric lands the monasteries of Abbotsbury, 
Milton, Cranbourne, Shaftesbury, Cerne, Wimborne, Horton, and Glastonbury, 
held considerable possessions. Of the evidence of borough minsters and 
manorial churches, there were in the hundred of Whitchurch Canonicorum the 
churches of W^hitchurch Canonicorum, Burton Bradstock, and Biidport,\\ ith four 
hides which belonged to the church of St.Wandrille near Rouen. In Gillingham 
hundred the only church was that of St. Mary, Gillingham.'® In Wareham the 


1 467,470,531 (orig. text, 91, 193 A i • u- u 

a Ibid., 515 (orig. text, 382 b). Catash may not be a Domesday hundred; it is not quite clear in which 
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church of St. Wandrillc held one church, and the Alihoi of Horton another.* In 
Winfrilh hundred Uollothe prie.st.nn almsman of the kinjsf.held the churches of 
Wiiifrilh Newburgh.Puddletown, and East Chaldon,and in Uggseombe hundred, 
Fleel.^ Bristwald the i)neiit, another almsman, held the churches of Dorchester 
and Here Regis in He^re Regis hundred’ The only other foundation in the county 
was a chapel at W’inibornc held by the Abbot of Horton.* 

(‘)f the forty early hundred.s in Wiltshire * some eighteen fell into the hands 
orecclesiastical lKdies. 'I'he Bishop of Salisbury held the hundreds of Under- 
ditch.' Roul)erghe HpLscopi t Cannings, and Ramsbuiy. At none ol these is 
there mention of a church in Domesday except at the old episcopal see of 
Ramsbury. where there still remained a community of priests ludding four hides.* 
The Bishop of Winchester held the hundreds of Do\\Titon and Knoyle Episcopi, 
in the former of which at Downton there was a church of the manor with four 
hides,an endowment suggestive of an intention to sujjpot t a communityof jiriests.* 
rhe abbey’s of Maimesliury. Wilton, and Romsey each held hundred.s in which 
there is no reference to lurches in the Domesday Book. Flu* Abbess of 
Shaftesbuiy held the hundred of Bradford, where at Bradlord there had been a 
monastery or minster {cocMobium) which with its endowments was granted by 
King Ethclrcd in looi to tlie monastery of Shattesbury’as .a place of refuge for 
the nuns in case of invasion.* Shaftesbury apparently appropriated the endow¬ 
ments which are included in llie Domesday Survey under the lands of Shaltcs- 
buiy’. and hence this well-known Saxon church not being taxable did not find a 
place in the Survey; in like manner the Abbot of Glastonbuiy held the hundred 
of Daincrham, where we know there was a niin.ster at the hundred manor of 
Damerham about 885.* wliich probably for the same reason as Bradford is not 
referre<l to in Domesday. The Prioress of Amesbury held the hundred of Melk- 
.diani, where the onlv church was at Melksham, held by Rumbold the priest, 
and endowed with a' hide.’* Tlie Prior of St Swilluin at Winchester held the 
hundred of Elstiib, in which a ruinous church is returned at Nether Avon," and 
a pric*st at Enford.’* In the hundred of Caine there was at the ancient iMjrough 
of Caine a church with six hides which claimed five more, said to have belonged 
to it in the lime of Edward the Confessor.” Here, again, from the size of tlie 
endowment there can be little doubt there was a minster of priests which origin¬ 
ally scr\'cd the whole hundred. In the .same hundred there was in 1086 also a 

' Dorset DoHit'Si/uy, 41. +2 (orig. text, 78). * Ibid., 4.1 (orig. lexl, 79). 

» ' * Ibid., .| I (ftrig. text. 78 b). 

* W. H, Jjincs, Dome^tdny for WUlshirt, *55-6. * lind., 23 (orig. text, te). 

' Ibid, 17 long, text, 65 /I). ’ * Dugdale, Momstkofi, ii. 479. 

* Thorpe, Diplom. Angl., 492. ’* Jones, op, ciL, la (orig. text, 

” Ibid, (orig. text, 65). Saxon work survives in Nether Avon church. 

•* Ibui.. 20 lorig. text, 65 b). *' Ibid,, 7 (orig. text, 64^1. 
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church at Broinham endowed with a hide and a virirate of land.' 1 n Dole hundred 
the only church was at Winterbourn Stoke, held by the Abbot ol Jumitiges.and 
endowed with a hide.' In Westlniry hundred the only church was at \V'cstbur>\ 
endowed with a hi«le and a hall. In High worth hundred the only church was 
at Highworth (Wrde), endowed with three hides.' In Heytesbury hundred the 
only church wjis at Heytesbury, enrlowcd with three hides," which later we find 
as a college of lour priests. In Aldcrbury hundred the only church was at 
Alderbui* •* )' with two hides.* In Chippenham hundred there woic chui(he.s at 
Chippenham* anfl Corshnm* (with the adjoining church of Pewsham), each 
endowed with two hides, and other churches at Sherston Magna and Hasel- 
bury."’ In Cawden hundred (,)sbcm the priest held the church ol the manor ol 
Britlbrd," which still has remains of Anglo-Saxon work, with a hide of land, and 
I.euric llie priest held tlie church of Combe Biisset with half a hide." In Swan- 
borough hundred there \vas a church at Rushall with two hides helil by the 
al)bey of St Wandrille." and ‘a new church' at Wilcote." In SilkIcy hundred 
there were churches at Aldbournc and Avebury*,'* wheie Saxon work survives, 
each endowed with two hitles. In Kinwardston liundred there were two churchciS 
at Wootton Ri vers.endowedwith a hide."and churches also at Burbage,” Pe w.scy,” 
Tad Bedwin.- In the same lumdred, at Collingbourn Duels,” which later 
formed the hundred rnimor of Collingbourn hundred, there was a church, then 


ruinous, cndowetl with a hide. , , , . • i 

As might be expected, Hampshire shows a highly developed ecclesiastical 
organization I'he great monasteries still doubtless retained their extensiv'c 
ParochiiU in which they had established churcho, and althougli somewhat ob¬ 
jured by increased building of manorial churches, which j.s suongly marked 
in this countv compared with the counties further west, the arrangement under 
hundreds is traceable. Under Hampshire we begin to get evidence of the 

foundation of chapels. , , , <21- 

On the west side of the county^ which was largely lorest land, wc nnd in 

Fordingbridge and Ring^vood hundreds that the only chuichcs were at the 
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hundred manors of Fordingbridge * and Ringwood.- In ‘ Egheite ’ hundred was 
the minster of Christchurch andthechurch of Hordle ser\’ed from it. In'Rodedic’ 
hundred the only church was at Brockenhurst.® In Redbridge hundred there 
was a manorial church at Eling/ where late eleventh-century work sur\dves, and 
a chapel {ecclesiola) at Fawley.® In the hundred of Thorngate or Broughton 
there was evidently a minster on the Archbishop of York’s manor of Mottisfont, 
where there was a church with six dependent chapels taking all customary dues 
from the living and dead, and endowed with five hides less a virgate.® In the 
same hundred there was a church at Nether Wallop which was endowed with a 
hide, the moiety of the tithes of the manor, the whole churchscot, and 46^/. from 
the villeins’ tithes.^' The payment of churchscot is suggestive of a minster or 
mother church here.® There was also a chapel at Over Wallop,® and a manorial 
church at Shipton Bellinger.*® In King’s Sombourne hundred there were two 
churches in the hundred manor of King’s Sombourne," and two at Houghton,*® 
endowed with two hides. In ‘ Falemer’ hundred, which belonged to the monks 
of Winchester, was the great manor of Chilcomb with its nine churches, assessed 
only as one hide.*® In the Domesday hundred of Hoddington there were 
manorial churches atUpton Grey** and Warnborough.*® In Buddlesgate hundred 
there was a church at Nursling,*® where there was an ancient minster which had 
become attached to the bishopric of Winchester, and manorial churches at Chil- 
bolton,** Otterburn,*® and Stoke Charity.*® In Mainsbridge hundred the mother 
church of South Stoneham, endowed with a hide, had two churches near South¬ 
ampton attached to it;®® there were also manorial churches at Hinton Ampner," 
still a pre-Conquest building, Botley,®® North Baddesley,*®Chilworth,®* Allington 
in South Stoneham,®® and a chapel {ecclesiola) at Netley in Hound.®® In Titch- 

* V. C. H. Hants, i, 489 (orig. text, 46^). * Ibid., 454-5 (orig. text, 39). 

® Ibid., 516 (orig. text. 51 b). ■* Ibid., 454 (orig. text, 386). ® Ibid., 467 (orig. text, 41 b). 

® Ibid., 468 (orig. text, 42). The chapels were at Broughton, East Dean, Lockersley, Prittleworth, 
and East and West Titherley {ibid., iv, 509). 

■ Ibid., 452-3 (orig. text, 38 A), but as to the identification of Over and Nether Wallop compare 
ibid., iv, 525, 531, 534. 

* Under Edgar’s laws churchscot was to go to the old minster. See Ancient Laws and Inst. 
(Thorpe, fol. ed.), i, in. 

* V.C. H. Hants, i, 453 (orig. text, 38 b). Ibid., 493 (orig. text, 47 b). 

*’ texh 39 A Little Sombourne church is in part Saxon. 462 (orig. text, 40A 

Ibtd., 463 (orig. text, 41). The churches were at Barton, Buddlesgate, Winnal, Moreshead, 
St. Faith, Compton, Week, Littleton, and Sparsholt. Compare Maitland, Domesday Book and 
Beyond, 449, 496-9. 
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OF THE DOMESDAY SURVEY 


75 


field hundred the only church was at Crofton,' a hamlet in Titchfield, represent¬ 
ing probably the present parish church of Titchfield, which has considerable 
remains of Saxon work. In Fareham hundred the only church was at the hundred 
manor of Fareham.® In Portsdown hundred there were manorial churches at 
Boarhunt,® where at the present day there is a complete Saxon church, and at 
Bedhampton.^ In Bosmere hundred there was a manorial church at Yateley.® 
In Chalton or Finchdean hundred there were churches {ecclesiae) at Chalton" 
which served many hamlets, a manorial church at Mapledurham,^ and a chapel 
{ecclesiola) at .Sunworth * in Buriton parish. In Meonstoke hundred there was 
a church endowed with a hide at the manor of West Adeon,® and manorial 
churches at Exton,’® Worthy,” Corhampton,’® still with pre-Conquest work, Lomer 
in Corhampton,’® and Hound.” In East Aleon hundred we have an example 
of the survival of ecclesiastical organization from an administrative centre. 
According to the Domesday Survey the only church was at the hundred manor 
of East Meon ” with six hides, which would indicate apparently an endowment 
for the support of a minster of priests. East Meon continued to be the mother 
church for the whole hundred, and till recently the parish covered 11,370 acres, 
and included the chapelries of Westbur}^, Froxfield, Steep, and St. Mary in the 
Field." In Bishop’s Waltham, hundred the only church was at the hundred 
manor of Bishop’s Waltham, endowed with two and a half hides.” In Fawley 
hundred there were three churches at Alresford” (Medstead, Old and New 
Alresford), and manorial churches at Twyford ” and Avington,®® and two chapels 
at Easton.®’ In Barton Stacey hundred there was a church at the hundred manor 
of Barton Stacey,®® a manorial church at Wonston,®® and two churches at Sutton 
Scotney inWonston.®* In Bishops Sutton or ‘Eselei’ hundred there were churches 
at Bishops Sutton and West Tisted.®’ In Bermondspit hundred there were two 
manorial churches at Dummer,®® and one at Ellisfield.®’ In Neteham hundred, 
later divided into the hundreds of Alton and Selbourne, there were manorial 
churches at Selbourne,®® Willhall in Alton,®® which may represent the church of 
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Alton built about 1070, Froyle,’ and Nowtoii Valoncc,* In Crondal hundred 
the only chureh was at ihe hundred manor of Crondal.’ In Odihani or* Hdcfelc’ 
hundred there were at the hundred manor of Odiham two churches held by one 
priest endowed with six jx)unds, and two other churches held by t^vo priests en¬ 
dowed with 67.V. (v/ ;’ there was also a church at Dogmersfichl* In Holdshott 
hundred there was a manorial church at Stnitfieldsaye.* In Biisingstoke hundred 
tlicre wa.s a church at the huntlred manor of Basingstoke,’ endowed with a hide 
and the tithes of die manor, and churches at Murstboume Tarrant emdowed with 
halt a hide/ which was con.sccrrited in go2,* and at Sherborne St. John,’* and 
manorial churches at Brantley,” Cliddesden ” and Hatch Warren.” In Chuteley 
hundred there were manorial churches at Worting” and Church Oakley,’* In 
Overton hundred there were two churches at the hundred manor of Overton,” 
and manorial diurch(tsatLiivcrstokc,” where prc-Conqucst work remains, Ashe,” 
and Polehamplon ” in Overton. In Kingsclcrc hundred there was a church at the 
Iiundred manor of King.sclere™ (Clerc) with an endowment of four hides, which 
is .suggestive of a minster of priests, and a manorial church at Hannington.” In 
Hvingar hundred there were churches at Whitchurch,” where there is a Saxon 
tombstone, I lurstbounic Prions,” andClere,*' eacli endowed with a hiile. In *Esse- 
lK>me ' or Pastrow hundred there w;ls a manorial chureh at (Tux Haslon,” Wher- 
well fw Welford hundred belonged to Whcnvell Abbey, founded in 1002, and 
Wherwdl continued the mother chureh with its chapels of Bullington, Good- 
worth, Clalford, Tufton, and perhaps I..ongpari.sh.” In Andover hundred there 
were Tnanorial churches at Quarlcy,” Penton (irafton,** Penton Mcwscy,**Fificld,“ 
anti Anne.*' 

Hampshire is of j)articular interest for our present investigation, for in it 
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wcscc the survival of minsUM-s at administrative centres, and I lie development ot 
the modern parnrhinl system 

In Berkshire the characteristics of the county as reganJs the ecclesiastical 
conditions were much the same as those of Hampshire. In the hundred of 
Kinlbur>' only a manorial cJiurch at Denford* ** is returned in Domesday, but 
there wjus a minster at Kintburv"* in 931 which was probably given to Amesbury 
Abbtn at its* foundation in 979, and the endowment absorbed by the abbess.* In 
the hundred of Ragle there was only a manorial church at Lctcomhe Regis held 
by the AbV)ess of Amesbury.' In ‘ Hilleslau' hundred there was at Ashbury a 
church and a priest holding a hide,^ and another church at Compton Beau¬ 
champ endowed with half a hide.* In Shrivenham hundred the only church, 
which was at the hundred manor of Shrivenham,* was from its endowment 
of frv'c hides, probably established for a minster. In * W’ifol ‘ hundred, of which 
b'aringdon hundred later formed a jjart, there was a church at b'aringdon hehl 
liy Bishop Osmund of Salisbury and endowed with a hide, and another church 
at Gr<*at Coxwell endowed with half a hide.* In .Sutton hundred there was a 
church at Little Wittenham." In Marcham hundred there was a church at the 
hundred manor of Marcham.'* In Cianricld hundred there, were churches at 
Buckland," Pusey,'* and Minton Wildrist.'* In Wantage there was a mother 
church, probably a minster, at the hundred manor of Wantage." two parts of 
which were held by Peter Bishop of Chester and endowed with four hidc.s, and 
the remaining third was held by William the Deacon and endowed with one 
hide. There were other churches in this hundred, at .Sparsholt " held by Edred 
the priest, at West Hanney " hehl by 'I’urold the priest, each endowwl with a 
hi<le, at East Lockinge,” We.sl Hcndred,'* belonging to the Abbot of St. .Mbans, 
Riisi Hcndred.” and Denchworth." In * llcslctcsford' or ‘ Elctc.sford‘ hundred 
iheic was on the king’s manor of Cholsey a church held by the abbey of Mont 
Sl Michel eiuhnved with a hide; and hvo priests who were there took the tithes 
and other proIiLs worthIn the same hundred Will>crl the priest held the 
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church on the manor «)r GrofTn-y rl«r Mandevilic at Strcatlcy with a hide of 
land;' two priests held two churches at Basildon cndowe<l with a hidc,^ and 
there were churches at Brightwcll ’ and Chihlrey.* In Blewburv hundred there 
were a church at the hundred manor of Blewburv endowed with five vircates,* 
and other churches at ‘ WibaldtoncNortJi Moreton/ and South Morcton/and 
a cliapel at Harwell.'' In ‘Nachcdcdownc' hundred the only <-hurch wiis at the 
hundred manor of'Nachedeilownc' held by Ralph the pricsi,and endowed with 
a hide and hall a virgate.*" In 'Roeberg' hundred there was a church at Lcck- 
hampsU^ad." I n Bucklcbuiy^ hundred there were churches at the hundred manor 
of Bucklehury," and at Hampstead Norris.‘" In Thatcham hundred there was 
apparently a small minsterat the hundred manorof I hatcham,’* with two clerks 
holding three hides, and one church at Creenham,’* and two at Brimpton.'* In 
Reading hundred there were four or more priests, |>ossil»ly forming a community, 
and a church at /Vldcrmasion,” and manorud churches at Sulham,” Stratfield 
Mortimer,” and Burghficld." I n Charlton hundred, later called Sonning hundred, 
there was a church belonging to Sonning at Wallingford,** but the mother church 
of the hundred manor of Sonning was in the hands of the Bishop of Snlisbuiy^ 
and hence perhaps does not appear in Domesday. In Beynhurst hundre<l there 
was apparently a minster at Cookham (later the hundred manor of the hundred ol 
Cookham), where Re.inbald the priest held one and a iialf hides in alms together 
with the church, and certain other lands and tenements, a liide of the endowment 
being held by two clerks.^ This church also held a hide of land at Bovcncy in 
Buckinghamshire.** At White Waltham the manor was held by the Bisho’p of 
Durham, Ulwin a canon formerly hel<l it tis three hides of Earl Harold, as the 
endowment of the church, which from its wealth was at one time probably 
a minster." There were also churches in this hundred at Hurley,*' Shottls- 
brooke,** and Bras " (Bray Wood ?). In Bray hundred the only church was at the 
hundred manor of Bray, where Kcinbald the prie.st held a hkle of the endowment,” 
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In Sussex a great ilifiference is noticeable in the eleventh rentuiy IxiUvecn 
the t*cr.l(sia.slical organization of the older settled districts In the south and that 
of the later settlements on the verge of the forest in the north. In the former we 
tindlheoldersystcm of minsters of secular uriests at the hundred boroughs and 
manors, in some instances still possibly serving the whole hundred, and at others 
havuig their areas of ministration encroached upon by more re.cently i.’stablished 
manorial churches. In the forest lands ot the north, however, manorial churches 
only are to Iki found, and they are few in numlita*. 

Of the older southern hundreds, Bosliam hundred was of course ser\'cd by 
the undent minster of LJosham,’ founded as it was claimed before 681. and en¬ 
dowed with 112 hides. The minster and its endowment had been grante^I by 
E<lward the Confessor to Ids Norman chaplain O.sbcrn, Bishop of E.xeter, who 
left them to 16 *^ see. Eastward in Box hundred tlierc was clearly a minster at 
Boxgrov'e where the clerks of the church held a hide of land/ Here the church 
w;ls granted by Robert do la Ilaye in 1105 to the abbey ol Lessay, and became 
an alien priory'. 1 here were two other churches at the time of the Domesday 
Surv'ey in Box huncb'cd, one at .Aldinglxmrne * on the Bishop of ChicJiestcrs 
land, and the other at West Hampnett,' where .Saxon work still exists. In 
.Singleton hundred there wa.s a small minster at the hundred manor of Singleton 
with a communiU' of clerks, endowed with three hides and a virgate of land, 
together with £\o a year.' This church also retains evidence of Saxon work, 
d hcrc was further a church at Binderton in this hundred.*^ In .Steyning hundred 
were two churches at the hundred borough of Steyning,* held by the abbey oi 
Fecamp by grant of Edward the Confessor ; one of the.se was possibly at Warm- 
inghurst, and the other the minster or college of priests which existed here 
shortly after the Conquest, and is said to have received privileges from King 
Alfred • It is interesting to note with regard to this church that when William 
de Braosc founded a .small college of priests in the church of .St. Nicholas, 
Brambcr.and claimed Uie right of burial there, the Abbot of Fecamp compelled 
the dean of Bramlier college to restore the bodies buried and refund the tees, 
apparently in respect of Steyning church, as the molhei chuich of the district. 
There were also manorial churches in .Steyning hundred at Annington.*- Wiston,'^ 
and Cooml)c.'* In Soutli Mailing or Loxfield hundred tlie only church wa.s the 


' K C. // Sussex i 393 {orig. text, 17). There was another church at Bosham which has t>ecn 
idcnliHed possibly will. West Stoke (ibM., 387)- There may have been a third chn.-ch the uthes of 
which were held by iJ>c clerks of the niiaster \ibiiL 393). There is much Saxon work at Doshara church. 
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minster of St. Michael at the hundred manor of South Mallino-, the secular 
canons of which held four hides.' In Willingdon hundred Godfrey the priest 
held a hide and a virgate at the hundred manor of Willingdon.* In Bexhill 
hundred the only churches were two at Bexhill, where Geoffrey and Roger 
clerks, held a hide as a benefice." In the Archbishop of Canterbury’s important 
hundred of Pagham there was a church at the hundred manor of Pagham ^ and 
what w^as apparently a small minster of secular clerks who held the manor at 
I cpgmere.® In ‘Risberg’ or Poling hundred there was at Lyminster or Nonne- 
minster,® probably the chief town in the hundred, a cell of the abbey of Alme- 
nesches, wiiere it is evident there had been a minster which Roger de Mont- 
gomery converted into a house of nuns, and granted as a cell to Almenesches 
shoi tly after the Conquest. There were also manorial churches at Patching,^ 
North Stoke, and Burpham’ m this hundred. In Benstede hundred the 
minster of St. Nicholas at Arundel seems to have been the chief church but 
besides it there were eight manorial churches (Felpham, Climping, Walberton 
Barnham, Middleton, South Stoke, Eastergate, and Slindon'") in the hundred’ 
In I otnore hundred there had been a minster at Bedingham w’hich is mentioned 
in the ninth century. At the time of Edward the Confessor Ulnod the priest had 
hides, probably representing the endowment of the minster 
which the Count of Mortain had given before 1086 to the Abbot of Grestain in 
ormandy." In Eoxearle hundred there w^as possibly a minster at Hurstmon- 
ceaux where the priest held the whole manor,’* while at Wartling there was a 
priest,'^ and at Ashburnham a church.” In Westbourne hundred the chief church 
was evidently at Stoughton (Estone),'" endowed with a hide and a half of land • 
tliei e was also a manorial church at Compton.'® 

.u* hundreds in the middle strip of the county running east and west 

which w^ere apparently of more recent formation and settlement than those on 
tlic sea-coast, w’e still have evidence of hundred manor organization. In Bun,' 

1 churches at Bury'^ and Bignor.'® In Hamfield or Henfield 

hundred there were churches at Henfield’® and Woodmancote."® In Preston hun¬ 
dred there was a church at Preston.*' In Poynings hundred there w^ere churches 


' F.C. 
® /A;V/., 
® Ibid. 

~ /bid., 
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" Ibid., 
'< Ibid. 
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at Poynings.* and Godwin the priest held Saddlesromhe in Newtiml)er/;is part 
of the great Hosham manor. In Street hundred there were two chapels at 
.Street* and a church at Plumpton.* In Barcombe hundred there were churc:Iie.s 
at Kareombe* and Hamsey.* In Falmer hundred there was only one manorial 
church at Falmer/ 

In a great number of the fore-sl Imndreds in the north, however, manorial 
churches seem to have been established independently of any hundrwl organiz^i- 
tion. Thus at Ilenhurst hundred there was a manorial church at Salchurst:* 
in ShoyswdI luindrtMl at Mazeihurst* in Ticehursi ; in Gostrow or ‘Babinrerode ’ 
hundred at Udimorc.'* In Easebourne hutidred there were six manorial churches, 
at one of which, Woolbeding," Saxon remains still survive. In Buttinghill hun- 
<lrerl there were chtirchc.’S at Hurstpierpoint,” Kcyincr,**’ and Clayton,'* at tlu? Iasi 
of which there Ls still pre-Conquest work, and with the other northern hundreds 
the evidence is of the same nature. 

Domesday Book is practically silent as to the ecch.jsia.stical organization at 
Chichester,'* whither the bishop luul only transferred his .see from Sdsey some 
eleven years. The churdies of the city were probably attached to the owner¬ 
ship of properties, but the only church mentioned there !.•> that of All Saints 
in the Pallant lK*longing to tlie Archbishop of Canterbury and attached to his 
manor at Pagham," The bi.shop’s minster at Cdiichester or Sdsey probably 
ser\'ed the hundreds of Stockbridge and Somerley or Manhood. 'I’he only church 
mentioned in either of these hundreds was at Mundham in Stockbridge hundred *’ 
which had been hehl by Countess Goda. Domesday gives us no infonn/ition as 
to the eccle-siastioal organization of Lewes. 

'I'he norlh-castom and the southern parlr* of Surrey, like the northern parts 
of Sussex, were forest land and were sparsely settled I hc only important 
monastery' in the county at the lime ol the Domesday Survey was Chertsey. 
This djbey held the hundred ot GodJey. in which only a church and chapel at 
Chobham'*are returned, but on their land.s in other hundreds there seem to have 
Ixien churches at many of the manors, while at Epsom" an«l Sutton •' near Cheam 
there were two churches. The min.ster of secular priests at Lambeth had only 
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a small endowment in Surrey' and a little land in Gloucestershire ^ The Arch¬ 
bishop of Canterbury and Bishop of Bayeux each had several churches on their 
estates, but on the lands of the Abbot ot Westminster few’ are returned. 

1 here seems to be evidence of the survival of borough minsters on the 
western side of the county; thus at the manor of the Bishop of Winchester at 
barnham; there was ‘a church of the manor' held by Osbern de Ow, which was 
then, as it is now, the mother church for apparently the whole hundred, con¬ 
taining some 26,250 acres and comprising the chapelries of Elsted, Frensham 
beal, and Bentley. At Godaiming' in Godaiming hundred there was a church' 
identified as that of St. Peter and St. Paul, held by the famous Ranulf Flambard 
with a valuable endowment of three hides, which suggests the existence at one 
nme of a small community of priests. There was also in this hundred a church at 
Compton® which still has eleventh-century remains. The church of Kingston® was 
probably the mother church of the hundred of Kingston, but in 1086 there were 
also a minster at Southw’ark' and churches at Petersham® (a chapelry of Kino-- 
ston), Long Ditton,® Malden,- and West Horsley >' in this hundred In the oth?r 
hundi-eds we lose sight of the churches at the hundred manors and manorial 
churches become frequent, particularly on the eastern side of the county. These 
c urches are entered in the usual way with the villein tenants, mills, meadows 
c. , even the new and ha,ndsome church ’ of the Cluniac priory of Bermondsey- 
appears in this manner. There were three churches at Bramley,- and the church 
01 Leatherhead is said to have belonged to the manor of Ewell." 

1 here seems to have been no ecclesiastical organization in Kent under lathes 
and the spread of manorial churches had largely obscured such organization 
as may have existed at civil administrative centres. It is probable that in some 
places the churches mentioned represent borough minsters, but the entries as to 
churches in the Domesday Sun^ey of Kent are so meagre that there is little to 
indicate the existence of communities of priests. At the king’s manor of Dart- 
lord (I arentefort), in Axton hundred, the Bishop of Rochester held the church 

chapels,'® and in the hundred manor of Milton Regis 
( iddeltune) the Abbot of St. Augustine held the churches and tithes,'® but at 
the kmg s manors of Aylesford " and Faversham ‘® there is no reference to 
churches, nor is there any mention of a church at the archbishop’s town of 


^ V ’’ ^ text, 166 b. 

‘ ‘ ThereisSaxonworkhere. 

® /»?«.,'^17 (one. text 1® M.v/ u n ■ 1 ^ . .° 

v> 11 • j ^ I ■ ’ ' iota. I Ibtd., ' 32 Q (one:, text 

'» Ibid. 


OF I MK DOMHSDAY SURVEY 




Sandwich.* There was a rhiirrh al Maidstone,* in the hundred ol ^^nid.slonc, 
then only a manor of the Archbishop of Canterbury, and anotlicr church 
at East Farleigli * in die same hundred. In I loo hundred there were six 
churches at the town of Iloo St. Werbury:' Indd liy the BLshop ot Riyeux, 
and a church at Stoke.* In Chatham hundreil there was a church at Ch.ilhain,* 
and another at Gillingham.’ In Wye hundred there were churche.s at the villa 
regalia of Wyc^ and at Boughlon Alulph.* In Petham hundred there were 
two churches at Petham.’* In Barham hundred there were churches at Barham “ 
and Bishopsbounie(Burncs).’* In Reculver hundred there were churches at 
Reculvcr.'* where there had been a minuter, and where early Saxon work suiadvcs, 
and at Norton.'* In Chislet hundred there was a church at ("hislct.** In Stuiry 
hundred there was a church at StuiT>’.'* In St. Mildreds or Thanct hundred there 
were the minster at Minster'’ and two churches at Monkton.** In Folkestone 
hundred there were five churches at Folkestone,'* from which the archbishop liad 
55-v. In Stn'ct hundred there was a church at Street in Lympnc,*and others at 
Sellinge’’and Bennington." lnLoningboroughfMoTieberge)hundred there seem 
to have been three churches at Eymingc,** one at .Acres,** and another at Elh.im.*' 
As will be noticed, most of the hundred manors of the smaller liundrcds 
Iving on the east and north side of the county were probably administrative 
ccnti'cs” with min.stci's or manorial churches; on the other haiui, however, in the 
larger hundreds of Axton,” * Hclmestrei’.’* roltingtrough.’'’ Eyhornc,’ and others 
in The west, many manorial churches are recorded, but there is no trace of organi¬ 
zation under hundreds. ’Phis west Kent district con*esponds with the adjoining 
parts of ca-st Surrey, in both of which the prevalence of the manorial church is 
caused possibly by the later settlement of the fore.st and high lamis here existing. 

In the extensive property held by the canons of St. Martin's ol Dover, be- 
sidt^s three churches in Dover, ’ the only church mentioned is at Buckland 
near Dover.** It is probable, however, that there were cliurchcs on the prebcndal 

manoi*s of the canons. , , , ■ • t • 

Essex partook of the Mercian svstem of church organization, and there is 

no evidence of administrative centres at hundred mnnon. .and boroushs such as 
is to be found in Wessc-.v. Colchester was the only large town, and allb.iugli 

^ Ihul »/W.,4A. 
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in thf list of its l)urjresses tlierc appear the namc-s of some three priests who 
may have had churches.St. Peters is the only church in the town mentioned in 
the .Sun'(‘y.‘ Possibly for the reasons already suggested siuircely any cluirches 
arc returned on the lands ot the Bishop of London, = Canons <»f St. Paul's.* nor 
on the great estates of the monasteries which had possc.ssions in the county, 
although we know that the abbey of Ely had a church at Hadstock, at which 
pre-Conquest work still remains, and probably the Bishop of London also had a 
church at Great I lallingham, where likewise there is Saxon work. On the other 
hand, the well-known timber church at Greemstcad near Ongar, which is sup¬ 
posed to be of pre-Conquest date, and has been identifier! with the chapel at 
Ongar,' is not entered in Domisday, although both the manors f>f Greenstead 
and Ongai* ’ were in lay liands. 

There were several pricsl.s in Essex holding considerable e^states either 
in their r>\Mi right or as almsmen of the king, but whether they held cures is un¬ 
certain though probable : thus a priest, descril)ed as a freeman, held Dunton as 
seven hides four acres.’and another, also a freeman, at Morndonon the Hill held 
two hides as a manor, identified as Wythefcld manor.* Harold gave a hide in 
Writtle to one r>f his priests.* and almsmen of the king and others also had lands 
elsewhere.’' 

There can be little doubt that South Bcnfleet wtis an administrative centre, 
and apparently the church (T .St. Mary had been a minster which William the 
Conqueror had given with its endowment of seven hides and thirty acres to St. 
Peter’s of W'estminstcr.'' Some of the other belter-endowed churches may have 
been fninsters of secular prie.sts, but the evidence regarding them is slight. 
There was, we know, a small minster at EarL Colne, of whicli yEIfric the prTcst 
was appointed heatl by the will of Lcofgifu in 1045.’- 

About a dozen manorial churches in the county are returned in Uomesrlay 
Book; each of them had a glebe usually of thirty acres, which seems to have been 
the normal endowment, but the churti of Hatfield Broadoak had as much a.s 
a hide and thiiiy acrc.s,** At Homdon on the I lill there were tliree ecclesiastical 
endowments, but it is not clear that they were all for the parish cliurch,’* while 


' C .//. /Csifx, 1,576.576(orig. text, 106 d, 107A). 'I’hc church in its suburb of Crccnaicad, how¬ 
ever, is thei'c mentioned Holy Trinity church. Colchester, is a Saxon building. 
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* Baldwin Brown, TJu. Arts hi Early England, ii, 40. The identiheatiou of Greenstead church, 
near Ongar, with the wooden cha|Krl erected in 1013 at Ongar to hold the body of St Edmund for 
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at Stififord wt jjet a gHmpst^ of a system whiUi had become Hilly developed in 
Hast Anglia whiTeby the chiireh of the manor had been endowed with thirty 
acres in alms by the neiglilioiirs,' and again at Hrittlewcll. where the endow¬ 
ment of the church of the manor had lx‘cn incrcitseil by thirty acres by the 
benevolence of two unnamed benefactors.* In some .seventeen instances we have 
entries relating to priests, doubtless inflicaling the existence of churches, which 
occur with the v illeins, meadow>, and other incidents ot the demesne, and in 
these cases there is no record of any endowment. 

The rlevclopmeiu of the parish or manorial church in Norfolk and Suffolk 
w;ls altogether ditferent from that of \Ves.sex. 1 he conquest of East Anglia by 
the Danes in the middle of the ninth centujy practically obliterated organized 
Christianity in this district. For sx^me time there w;ls no Bishop of Hlniham, 
and .so far as wc know every nionastcty in Norfolk and Suffolk was destroyed. 
The land therefore l>cing swept of all its religiou.s institutions, a new organiza¬ 
tion was introduced when the bishopric of Elmham was rc-cstablisherl at the 
end of the tenth century. The gre^iter monasteries were not founde^l or re- 
founded till the timoof Cniit, but minsters orcollege.s of priests at administrative 
centres were possibb established at an earliei date. Such, lor instance, it would 
seem from it.s endowment, was the church of Bljdhborough in Blylhing hundred, 
with two caruc.jites of land, and having two churche:? without land attached to it.* 
In the SJime hundred was the minster of Wissett with a chapel subordinate to 
it, endowc<l with hvocarucates of land and serveil by twelve monks.^ At Clare 
in Risbridge hundred there was a small community of clerks at the church ot 
St. John the Baptist, built bv .Hlfric son of Wlgar.' and at I loxne in Bishops 
hundred, so Lately the seat of the bishopric, the church w;ls probably seiwcd by 
a com mu nit}" of secular priests.* Stoke, Mendham, and .Sudbur)’were probably 
served in a like manner. I here were minsters aFo at ihetford, Ipswich, and 
Elmham, referred to later, and the large endowments held by the churches of 
Eye in llarlesmerc hundred' and Mclford in Babcrgh hundred ' suggest that 
they also were inten<lcd lor the support of small communities of priests. 

The instances, however, of the sun ival of the ancient organization under 
minstei^ at administrative centres in East Anglia are few and scattered, and it 
i.s clear that this system quickly gave place to the more direct and democratic 
one of ministration by mcan.s of modern parish churches or. iis they are. called 
in the numerous cleventh-ccntiin' Norfolk and Suffolk wills which survive, tan 
or town churches.^'’ The organization of the country' under these churches wjis 
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so enthusiastically undertaken Ihnl witliin some sixty or s<^venty ye;»rs of the 
re*(istablishment of the bishopric of HImham the niiinbcr of chun'hes founded 
in Suffolk p:irti»;ulnrly, and to an almost ecjual degree in Norfolk, cannot have 
been many less than that which exists at the present day. At first, no doubt, 
these churches wen* Iniilt in towns, following the <»ldersystem of the foundation 
of churrhes at administrative centres. At Norwich, although not yet the .scat 
of the bi.shop, we have reftTence to no less than twenty-five churches and forty- 
thr<;e chapels. Of these, fifUnni churches and the forty-three chapels seem to 
have been held by the burgc.s.scs collectively. The chiirch of Holy Trinity was 
held by twelve burgesses, while the remaining churches were attached in the 
time of Edward the Confessor to various holdings, .'^jnie belonging to the king 
and others to Archbishop Stigand, the AbI>ot of Hm*y, the Abbot of Eh\ and 
others.' Jn the new borough Bari Ralph had built a church which he gave to 
his chaplain.* At 'Phetford there were, besides the minster held by Roger Bigot, 
twelve churches, one of which, St. Marv-s. w<is a mother church with four siib- 
r)rdinate churches.’ At Ip.swich, Ixiyond Si. Peters already referred to, there 
were .seven other churches with small endowments, three of them being held 
]>y priests and four by laymen.* At Bungay there were four parish churches;* 
at Blmham there was apparently a min.stcr of priests in 1037,* but in laSfi there 
is mention of live parish churches; • at Dunwich there was only one church in 
the time of King Edwanl the Confessor, but by io8P» two more had been built, 
owing apparently lo the incre<isc of the number of biirge.sses from 120 to 236.* 
At Stonham there were eight churches* and ;it Coddenham eight.'* At Aldcburgh 
two" and Dcbcnham two." At Thorney tliere was a mother church endowed 
with a carucate of land, which, being found too small for the parish, four brothers, 
Uigive further accommodation. Imilt a chapel on tlicirown land adjoining the 
churdi," 

But the most interesting part of the ecclesiastical organization in East 
Anglia is the development of the parish church in the rural districts. Elsewhere in 
England the churches had been apparently built and held by thegns and large 
landowners, but in East Anglia they were fre(|uenlly on the lands of groups of 
freemen and others by whom or their predecessors they were pn^babl}' built and 
endowed. Professor Maitl.ind has called attention to the communal action in 

‘ r. C. //. A'off., ii, ^6-7 (orij;. te.xt. 116 i8>. = thui., 47 lorig. text. Ii0|. 
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* i.C. //. SuffdJk, I, 429. 557, 579 (oiig, text, 29U, 42j b, 446, 446b). 
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* /bia., 486 7, 511, 51a, 557, 572 long, text, 350 A, 374 A, 375 b. 422. 438). 

forig.lcxt, 33ft 375, 417, ^aa) " /A/W.. 45^ (orig. text, 3i6». 

Iba/.. 446, «ii3 long. text. 305 A. 376 A. Dcbcnham churcli ha.-i a Sax<in tower.’ 

•'* Jbfd., 419 lorig. a8i A|. 


or THE DOMESDAY SURVEY 


87 


the hoUling of churches which is fully cxcmplliied in Suttolk.' We arc expressly 
told that several persons had shares in the churches of Ringsfield,* Worlingham, 
l\ent«)n,* Loudham/ and Willingham," while at Stonham there was a church with 
20 acres which nine freemen had given for the health oi their soul.'.,* and at 
Swantoii (Tuanatuna) in Norfolk was a church with 60 acres given in alms by 
many men/ At Weston, where there seems to have been a church In 10.15/ the 
kings freemen held die church w’ilh 20 acres.”' A group ot twelve freemen 
dwelling in Mutlbrd. Kushmere* tjislcham, Pakeficld. and Kirkley had two 
churches attacheil to their lands at Mutlord ” At (,otton the church with 11 acres 
w‘a.s on tile land of three Irccincn.** I'iltccn Irecmcn under Stigand 9 commenda¬ 
tion held with their land at Bungay a church w'ith 30 acres.'* The cliuich of 
Buddesham with 8 acres w'as on the land of thirty freemen under commendation 
of Harold" In Norfolk the church of Letton with 12 aa-es was on the holding 
of a group of nine freemen," that of Shereford on the holding ol a group i>t 
six freemen," and that of Hempton.a church with one acre, on the holding of a 
group of four freemen," and many other similar instances could be quoted 
In .some cases app.'irenlly it was by the devotion ot the smaller holders that 
the church w^as built and endowed; thus at RendK^sham thcchurdi with 20 acres 
belonged to a hokiing of a freeman in the time of King Edward who only had 
acres." while there w’cre holflings of a carucatc held as a manor and other 
smaller properties. At Culpho Ihe church with 10 acr^ w\is on the holding of 
live freemen under commenrlalion of Ely Abbey having only 21 aiTcs." At 
Alle.ston in Trimlcy the church with 5 acres was on the holding of two Ireemen 

having only 11 acres.*"’ ^ 

Freiiuently the ownership ot cliinches w'as split up into piWts. I nus at 
Wantisden half the church was attached to the holding of twenty-two freemen, 
a quarter to that of two other freemen,** and the remaining quarter to that of one 
freeman.- At lliornham three-quarters of the church belonged to one holding** 
and onc-quarler to another," At Braiscworlh halt the church with i/ acres 
belonged to llic holding of Ulvcva/* and half with 15 acres to fifteen freemen." 
At Chcpenhall half the church with >0 acres was on the land of nine freemen," 
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and the other half with 20 acres on that of the men of Buiy St. Edmunds.’ At 
Baylham half the church with 12 at.res was attached to the land of a freeman/ 
and the other hall with 12 acres to that of Queen Edith.* At llelmingham a 
quarter of the church with 1! acres belonged t») the holding of Godric a freeman/ 
another quarter with il acres to Levestan a freeman,' and a half with 3 acre> 
to eleven freemen/ ^Vt Stonham one-third of a church wtrni with the holding «)f 
Uluric, another third with that of Ulmar.and the final thiid with thul of Alflet/ 
At Greeting St Peters half the church with 10 acres was attached to the holding 
ol one freeman,’ and the other half w ith 10 acres to tliat of another.' Many 
other instances could be given. 

It is tempting to suggest that in some crises the freemen of dittorent vills 
held churches jointly and consequently, we may assume, combined to found and 
endow' them. Thus at RingshaU there was an isidatcd half of a church with 
15 acres on the land of Lewin. a freeman under the n!)l)c‘v of Ely.*" aa<l on tlie 
adjoining vill of Haltisford was another isolated half of a church w'ith 20 aortas," 
and w'o find that a twtdflh |xirl of the church of RingshaU was in Hatti.sl'ord.*" At 
Saxhani there were two-thirds of a church with 6acrcs,* w’hile on the adjoining 
vill ol Wcstlcy tlicrc was a third of a churrh with .| acres on the lands ot eleven 
freemen.’* At Mcndham and Weybread, whose lands were intermixed,*^ from 
fractions of churches three complete churclics can Ijc made.*' In Norfolk w'c can 
account for one and a half churches at Stoke Holy Cross, t;md there is an isolated 
half church at the adjoining vill ol Shottesham.** 

Some churches, it is stated, had no land attached to them, a few of W’hich 
were 011 I he lauds of religious houses and were probably served by them, and 
Some may have been chapels.''* Churches also sometimes held lands outside 
their vill. The church of Clopton had 15 acres taken from four demesnes 
{doMuuiiwnibus),^^ and the church of Rumburgh held 40 acre.s In Elmham.*' 

The evidence of the ccclc.siastieal organization, like the lay tron.slitulion, of 
the counties of Dani.sh Mercia (which included the counties ot iJm.oln, Notliug- 
hum, Rutland. Derby, Leicester, i iunting<lon, Cambridge, and Bedford) diffeied 
altogether from those of East Anglia. Alihoiigh the religious progress ot the dis¬ 
trict had been retarded by the Danish invasion.s.tlic'rc had not been that entire Io.ss 
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or ecclesiastical authority which seems to have marketl the Danish domination of 
Norfolk and Suffolk. Consequently more evidence of ihe survival of earlier 
conditions is to be found in the parts of the Domestlay Survey relatinjj to this 
district. 

At tile more important towns, chiefly in the north of Danish Mercia, prol> 
ably the older and principal churches were or had been small min.sters or collc-gcs 
of secular ]jriests which had servc*d wide dependent <libtricU But the develop¬ 
ment of parish churoho-s was fast overshadowing this earlier system and obliterat¬ 
ing the evidence of the organization from adtriinistrativc centres. 

The chief town of Danish Mercia was 1 /incoln, which in io8('i had only lately 
become the scat of the great Merckm bishopric. I lere, (^f course, the cathedral 
church ofSt. Mary with its secular canons was the centre, not only of the city. I)ut 
of the whole diocese. Parish chnrcln^s. however, had I)ecn fully cstablishetl in the 
city of I .incoln. Thecanons ofSl. Mar>''s hehl there two churches and the moiety 
of a third which we may assume to be of this character,' while the l)ishop had two 
others in the suburb. Ht;sidc.s the cathedral there were two churches, St. Peler^ 
and All Saints, which from their endowments were apparently intended to sui> 
port more than one resident priest, and may well at one time have h.id small 
communities of priests. St. Peters, whore Saxon remains still exist, w.'ts endowed 
w’ith the church of Wcllingor<-; - and All .S^iint.s was cndow'cd with a eaiaicate 
of land and 12 tofts and ^ crofU and w'as held by (ifKlric son of ( ‘.arew'in, who 
seems to have l)ecomc a monk of f'eterborough, and hence it w ;ls claimed by the 
abb<M of that house/ There are rcfcrenct;s also to the church of .St Launuice 
and other churches no! named.* An instance rx’curs ol an clevenlh-ctmtuty 
land .sp(anilator Colswen. who obtain«il from King William a grant of .some waste 
land outside Lincoln, upon w'hicli he built tliirtv-six houses, and as a further 



manor of Grantham, with its extensive soke, there w’iu> the wealthy church ol St 
Wulfran with endowmenls extending into Londonthorp, Houghton (Nougeton), 



priests. This and another church at Grantham were granted to the cathedral 
of Old Sanim in 1091. and became the prebends of North and South Grantham. 
In Nottinghamshire was the ancient minster of secular canons at .Southwell, 


' Dom. orig. text, 33<». * t 337 

6 //„,/. • ///«/., 344, 345; Dugdale, Mon., in, p. 1 


DotH. ong. text, 337 0 , 343 377 ' 

Col A Wclby. 


Umi, 336 

Saxon work exists at Slow, 
liic identifiation of NTougeton in kindly given by 


go SOME REMARKS ON THE CHURCHES 

returned in the Domesday Book as a house of three clerks who held one and 
a half carucates of land.‘ At Derby there were two minsters, the one served 
by seven secular clerks endowed with two carucates of land at Little Chester, 
and the other by six secular clerks endowed with nine oxgangs of land at 
Quarndon and Little Eaton.“ Besides these there were four manorial or parish 
churches belonging to the larger landowners in the town, and one Stori, it is 
stated, could build a church on his land and assign his tithes as he wished A,\ith- 

out the consent of any one. ’ . . 

At Huntingdon there was a church held by Eustace the sheriff, which, from 
its endowment of tw’o hides and twenty-tw'O burgesses with their houses with soc 
and sac,® was or had been apparently a minster. In the town were two other 
churches, one belonging to Geoffrey Bishop of Coutances,^ and the other, that ot 
St. Mary, tells a story of traffic in churches. It had belonged to the abbey of 
Thorney,\vhich mortgaged it to the burgesses; KingWilliam, however, gave it to 
his priests Vitalis and Bernard, and they sold it to Hugh the king’s chamberlain. 
Hugh sold it to two priests of Huntingdon who had a confirmation under the 
royal seal, but at the time of the Domesday Survey it is said that Eustace held 
it without livery or seisin.* 

At Bedford there was the house of St. Paul, a minster of secular priests, 
who held separate prebends.® From the endowments of the churches at Luton, 
which held five hides,'® and Leighton Buzzard, which held four hides, it seems 
probable that they were minsters serving their extensive parishes. In Cam¬ 
bridgeshire there was a minster {nionasierium) at Shelford.’* 

There is no trace in Domesday of minsters at the towns of Leicester, 
Northampton, Oakham, or Cambridge. The religious ministration at all these 
places seems to have been organized under parish churches. At Leicester there 
had been a minster of secular priests,'® but in Domesday we have mention only 
of four churches, all on the holding of Hugh de Grentemaisnil." At North¬ 
ampton," Oakham,’® and Cambridge" references occur respectively to only 
one church or priest, but these returns may not be complete. I hey stand out 
in strong contrast to Newark with its two berewicks served by ten churches 
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with eight priests,' and Stamford seiwed by three churches on the Lincolnshire 
side of the river, and one, St. Peter’s, on the Northamptonshire side.^ 

Here as elsewhere the ecclesiastical administration was maintained by the 
owners of the soil for the religious care of their own tenants. At many 
such as Granby, where there were two holdings, each had its own church. 
In Danish Mercia, as perhaps might be expected, there is occasionally evi¬ 
dence of the development of religious ministration from chief manors to thf^^ 
dependent berewicks or members. Thus at Melton Mowbray in Leicestershire 
there w^ere tw’o priests w'ho apparently alone served this great manor and its 
eio-ht members.* On the other hand the accounts of the important royal manors 
of^Rothley with its twenty-tw’o members," Great Bowden with its eleven mem¬ 
bers “ and the manor of Barrow on Soar with its thirteen members,^ m the same 
county contain no mention of church or priest in the Domesday Survey. In the 
county of Rutland there were three priests and three churches to serve the manor 
of Hambleton and its seven berewdcks,* and two priests and three churches to 
serve the manor of Ridlington » and its seven berewicks. In Nottinghamshire 
there were tw^o priests and a church to serve the manor of Orston and its tw^o 
berewicks The same principle does not apply to the great sokes which occur 
in this district as they were judicial rather than proprietary areas Evidence ot 
this is forthcoming with regard to the soke of Willoughby, in Lincolnshire, w'here 
there are some three churches, and parts of tw'o others. At the chief manor 
which was the head of the hundred and soke there w’as possibly a small com¬ 
munity of priests;" there w'ere also a church with a carucate of land on a bere- 
wick of Willoughby, in Willoughby manor,’- a priest and a church on land at 
Willoughby, parcel of the soke of Folkingham,'" half a church wath a priest on 
land in Willoughby, parcel of the soke of Osbernby,'^ and a quarter of the advow- 
son of a church on land at Willoughby, parcel of the manor of Holm. ^ 

With the splitting up of estates, how'ever, the system of the ministration fro 
the chief manor to its berewicks wvas becoming obscured. In some cases there are 
references to churches at berewicks while none are entered at the chief manors. 
The fact is that in the northern part of Danish Mercia, m the counties of Lincon, 
Northampton, Rutland, Nottingham, Derby, Leicester, and Huntingdon, the 
evidence of the adoption of manorial churches built by the lords on the demesnes 
near their places of residence had become general, and so obscures the e\udence of 
the ministration from what were apparently mother churches at the chief manors. 

o _ ID/. /> 
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The southern counties of Danish Mercia, namely, Cambridge, Bedford, and 
Buckingham, belong to a group of counties which includes also Middlesex, 
Oxfordshire, and the western part of Hertfordshire, where evidence of churches 
has for some reason been omitted from the Domesday Sun'ey. Possibly this 
district was so largely in the hands of religious bodies that no endowments 
existed to be noted in the Sun^ey, or, owing to forest and marshland, it was very 
sparsely inhabited. 

In Lincolnshire there is evidence of about 255 manorial churches, Notting¬ 
hamshire about 90, Rutland about 16, Northamptonshire about 55, Derbyshire 
about 47, Leicestershire about 42, Huntingdonshire about 53, Cambridgeshire 
about 13, and in Bedfordshire only about 3 entries refer to parish or manorial 
churches or priests. The churches are entered here as elsewhere among the 
villein tenants, mills, fisheries, etc., and their endowments are seldom given. 

'I'he East Anglian system of churches which are held by groups of sokemen 
occurs but rarely among the counties comprising Danish Mercia. Thus in Notting¬ 
hamshire, at a holding in East Markham which in the time of King Edward was 
held by twenty-five sokemen, there was a church and a priest,* and at Carlton in 
Lindwick® and at Rampton,® which were held at the same time by six and seven 
thegns respectively, there were churches. In Lincolnshire the holding to which the 
church of North Carlton belonged was held by three sokemen and three bordars.* 
In Derbyshire there were groups of two, three, or more tenants holding, appa¬ 
rently jointly, properties to which a church was attached. Thus at Sudbur^', 
Godric, Ulvric, and Elmer held in the time of King Edward two carucates, under 
the demesnes of which holding a priest and a church are returned.' Similar 
entries occur under Barton Blunt," Sutton-on-the-Hill,' Shirley,* and Sandiacre,* 
while on a holding extending into Codnor, Heanor, Langley, and Enticote, held 
by eight thegns, there was a church among the incidents of the demesnes.*" This 
system, however, does not extend into the other counties of Danish Mercia. 

In Lincolnshire there is evidence of fractions of churches belonging to dif¬ 
ferent holders of estates, a practice which more generally prevailed in East Anglia. 
For instance, the monks of Durham had one half of the advowson of Blyborough 
church** and Robert the other.** In the same w'ay the churches of Pick worth,'’ 
Rauceby,**Ringstone,*®Thorpe,*®Bourne,** and others were divided into fractions: 
in most cases the various parts on being added together form a whole. The 
system can be traced into Nottinghamshire and to a very^ slight extent to Derby- 

' V. C. //. Notts., i, 249 (orig. text, 281). ’ Jbid., -260. (orig. text, 285). 

’ Jbid., 268 (orig. text, 287). ■* Dorn. Bii., orig. text, 370 A. 

® V. C. tl. Derby, i, 339 (orig. text, 274 b). ® Ibid. ' Ibid., 340 (orig. text, 274 b). 

® Ibid. ® Ibid., 354 (orig. text, 279). Ibid., 346 (orig. text, 276). 

" orig. text, 340 A. Ibid.,'^(x)b. 341, 357. 

'' Ibid., 341, 368 b. Ibid., 344 b, 353. Ibid., 341 b, 359 b. " Ibid., 364 b. 


OP THH DOMESDAY SUKVTiY 


shire, but there is no evidenee of it in the more southern counties of Leicester, 
N’ortliampton, Rutland, Bedford, and CamV)ridge, 

It appears that in English Mercia’ the church was still largely orgiinizcci under 
minsters at the larger towns or administrative centres in its north-western parts, 
although there is no trace anyNvhere in this district of a hundrcdal organization. 
Earl Roger deMontgomer>*seems to have taken a personal interest in the develop¬ 
ment of religious ministrations in Cheshire and .Shropshire. In the borough of 
Chester we have mention ol three minsters of secular canons, namely, St.W erliurg, 
St. John, and .St. Mary,‘ but there are no refercnce.s to parish churclies. riicre 
may have been a small minster at Farndon.' where there were two priests with a 
hide and a half of land besides the priest of the vill: but ehsewhere in the county 
there were churches and priests on the tlnnesnc at some twenty-three places. 

At Shrcw.sl)iiry Earl Roger was founding his new Benedictine abbey of St. 
Peter which had been a minster of secular canon.s,* and there were al.so li\ c other 
min.stcrs of secular canons, namely, those of St. Mary, St. Ch;id, .St. Mkmund, wdth 
twelve houses in the borough for the canons and two hides at Hcncote w hich two 
canons held, .St. Milburg which Earl Roger had converted into an abliey.and St. 
J Uliana and St.Michael in the castle founded by the same carl’ These minsters of 
Ocular priests apparently seiA'ed tlie borough, for there is no reference to a parish 
church. ()utside the chief town Shropshire wa.s well provided with small minsters 
of secular canons. At St. Mar>' Broomfield there was a minster of twelve canons;* 
at North Lydbury there was aLo a minster, William the cleik holding there a 
memher of the manor and the church of the manor with the priests:^’ at Stoke 
Qi Mahnrnii,il, there was a minster with twenty hides which Earl Roger gave 
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minsters of secular priestv At Hanhury, Laplcy. Trcntham. ami Tutbur>’ al>o 
there were or had 1)een minsters. 

We prohal)!)’ find the survh'al of a more ancient system of church orjraniza- 
lion In the return of the lands of the canons of Hereford. Tlutse lands were 
spread over the county, and on many of them were established wclbendowcd 
priests, clerks, and chaplains, in some instances dc.scribed as the clerks or chap¬ 
lains of the bishop These ecclesiastics were possibly a sur\dval of the time 
when th(‘ bishoj) and his priests served the whole diocese. It is not very clear 
whether these; clerks of the bishop were the canons thernselvi^ living on separate 
prebends and scr\*ing the adjoining districts, or whether they were vicars jiul 
in the place of the canons. Thus we find that Withington. Canon Pyon. Moreton, 
and Moore near Hereford,each had llir(;e clerks who held from two and a half 
to four and a half hklts, that I-ulham in Eaton Bi.shop. Preston Wye, Woolhopc, 
and land at the gale nt Hereford each liad t\vo clerks or chaplains holding 
from a hide to two and a half hidc-s; and that Ledbiir)’, Donnington. 11 tmtingdon, 
Bromyard, and Little Hereford each had a priest, clerk, or chaplain holding 
from half a hide to two hides of land.' The royal manor of Leominster, to which 
were attached sixteen members covering an extensive area,W€is an administrative 
centre where apparently there was a minsterof ancient foundation with .six priests.’ 
fhe large endowments ot other churcJics and pricst.s, such a.s Monmouth with 
two carucates and all the tithes ’ and Ledbuiy’ with two and a half hides,* arc 
.suggestive also of an intention to support more than a single incumbent 

Three out of the five hundreds in Worcestershire in the eleventh centur>' 
were held by the Benedictine houses of St Mary Worcester, Evesham, Pershorc, 
Great Malvern, and Westminster. There is evidence that minsters of secular 
pric-sts had existed in the eighth and ninth centuries at Bredon,* Blockley," Flad- 
bur>',' Hanbur)',’ Kempsey,* Kitlderminster,'" and probably, from its name, at 
Aldenninster.” All were given to the church of Worcester except Alderniinster, 
which was granted to Pershorc. In all cases the endowments were absorbed by 
the religious hoases, and by 1086 Blocklcy, Eladbury. Hanbur)'. and Kempsey'* 
had each only a priest with a small endowment, while at Bredon, Kidderminster, 
and AldcnninstcP* there is no mention in Domesday of a church or priest. 

In Gloucestershire we can trace minsters of secular priests at many of the 
larger towns. At the borough of Gloucester we know that 5 l. Oswalds was a 

’ C. H. Hfr^ord, i, 320-4 long, text, 181 b 182 
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minster of secular canons which passed to the Archbishop of York/ Two priests, 
Arnulf and Abraham, also held lands in the town,^ but whether they undertook 
any cure is uncertain. The abbeys of St. Peter’s in Gloucester, Tewkesbury, 
and Winchcombe had lately been changed from houses ot seculars into houses 
of regulars. At Cirencester,® Stanway,^ and probably Bristol,® there were 
minsters of priests, and at Boxwell, Brimpsfield, Deerhurst, Horsley, Kinley in 
Nimpsfield, Newent, Tetbury, and Westbury on Tr>'m® there were also or had 
been similar minsters. 

In Warwickshire the monastery of Coventry was probably the only Bene¬ 
dictine house in the county at the time of the Conquest. On its lands no churches 
or priests are returned. The alien priory of Monks Kirby, which was founded 
in 1077 by Geoffrey de Wirche, had amongst its endowments the church of 
Kirkbury, which the founder rebuilt, and gave with two priests, Francis and 
Osgot, mentioned in the Domesday Book,’ and their possessions to the priory. 

At Oxford there was a minster of secular canons at St. Frideswide’s,* a com¬ 
munity of priests at St. Michael’s,® and possibly at St. Peter’s.’® AtEynsham there 
was a house of Benedictine monks whose abbot, Columbanus, held a consider¬ 
able endowment under the Bishop of Lincoln." At Dorchester there must at one 
time have been an episcopal minster which probably survived in 1086, but there 
is no trace of it in the Domesday Sur\^ey, although the Bishop of Lincoln held 
there 100 hides.’- Churchscot was paid at Bensington and Headington, so that 
we may perhaps presume there were mother churches there.’® 

At Aylesbury in Buckinghamshire, which had probably always been the chief 
town of the county, the church, it would seem, had been a minster of secular 
priests. Its endowment consisted of the manor of Stoke Mandeville, and a con¬ 
tribution of grain from the sokemen in the eight hundreds surrounding Ayles¬ 
bury." The church and the endowments passed to the bishops of Dorchester, and 
later to their successors at Lincoln, and eventually became a prebendal church. 
At Buckingham there was probably another minster which was endowed with 
the manor of Gawcott,’® and in like manner had passed to the bishops of Dor¬ 
chester or Lincoln. The church of St. Firmin of North Crawley is described 
as a minster {momistennm) in the Domesday Survey, and held half a virgate in 
Hardmead.’® At the archbishop’s manor of Haddenham (Nedreham), Gilbert 
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the ])riest held three hides and the church with its titltes,' an endowment 
gestive of having at one time supiK)rled a small eommunit}\ 

At Staines in Middlesex there had probably been a minster which with its 
endowment had been giv(m to Westminster Abbey* and hence perhaps omitted 
from the Domesday Survey for Middlesex, but from Buckinghamshire we find 
that the minster {utonastcrium) of Staines received 5 ores from three thegns at 
Hast Burnham/ In Hertfordshire the wealthy abbey of St Albans dominated all 
the western side of the county, but there is evidence of minsters at Hitchin,* 
Braughing,' and A\'el\\Tn.* 

Althougli we have a)nsi(lerable amount of evidence of the organization ot 
the church by small miiisters 01 churches with colleges of priests in the western 
counties of English Mercia, yet tlie introduction of manorial churches built on 
the lords’ demesnes was by no means undeveloped Tn Cheshire there were some 
twentydour manorial churches or priests, and in Shropshire about forty-seven, 
mostly entered .as parcel of the demesnes. In Staffordshire there was a good 
niiml>cr. I n Herefordshire about thirty priests are entered. 1 hree of the churc.hc.s 
in Archcnficld in the south of the county had to provide priests to act as the 
kings envoi's into Wales and to sing masses lor his soul.* At Kw^yas Harold 
there were three churches and one jmiest,* and at Bromyard two priests and a 
chaplain.* Many of the Ixdter <indowed churches had been given to foreign 
monasteries. 

Notwithstanding the fact that so much of the land in VV’orccstershire 
was held by ecclesiastics, nuiny priests arc entered in the Domesday Surv’ey. 
On the lands of the church of Worcester there was an unusual number of bene- 
ficed clergy.. The entries occur at Inkberrow,”' Rous Lcnch.“ Bishamplon,** 
Cutsdean,'* Ripple,** Blockley,'* Tredington,'* where there are still remains of a 
Sa.\on t;hurch, Churchill,**Setlgelxfirow,'* Lapworth," (‘ropthorn.’" Clive," Han- 
bury,Stoke Prior (with two berewicks), Hart lebury( with six berevvicks),Wol\’crley, 
Alvcchurch (with four bcrcwicks), and Hardiston in Lindridgc.** Of these places 
eleven were held by the church in demesne and the remaining six were subin- 
feudated. The Abbot of Westminster had a church on his lands at Pcrshorc,** 
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nn<I some ci^ht priests on his jjp’eat posscssi<->ns elsewhere in the couiUx.* On 
the lands of l^ershore Abbey only two i)ri<isU arc rctuniedr the ^ame 
number occurs on the lands of Evesham Abbey." Some .-.ixteen prints arc 
mentioned on the lands of laymen elsewhere in the county. In W arwicksmic 
there was a fairly lar^e numl^r of manorial priest.s some tilty-eight m all. but 

with one or two exceptions no cndowmeni.s are given. r i l- 

lliere is not apparently a church referred to in E)omesday under ()xfordshire 
or Buckinghamshire which can l)e put down as manorial. Both in Middlesex and 
the western side of Hertfordshire the land was mainly in the hands ot rebgious 
houses; conse<iuentlv perhaps the references to manorial <‘hurches and priests 
arc not frciiucnt. but those that are mentioned were u.sually well endowed, 
holding in many instances from half a hide to a hide of land. The east of lert- 
fordshue partakes of the characteristics of Essex, and at three manors, Boreson 
in T-ittlc I lormeatU Wyddial.’ and Barley,- we find manorial priests on the lands 
of groups of sokemcn similar to what has been described in Eipt Anglia. 

In Yorkshire there were the three great minsters: York, which took a thrave 
trom each plough in Yorkshire; Beverley, in like manner taking four thnwe‘i 
from each plough in the East Riding; and Ripon, situated m the West Riding. 
Chn'stchurch. later Holy Trinity ot ^’ork, had recently been destroyed, belby 
Abbey. Whitby or Lastinghain, and St. Olave’s or St. Mary sol \ ork. had prol)- 
ably been founded a few vears bctorc the .Survey, but we leam little ol them Irom 
it" At Howden and Hemingbrough it i.s generally thought there were early 
communities of canon.s, but Domesday only records a churcii and a priest at 
each. ' Elsewhere in the county the vills were ser\’cd by manorial cliurche.s. 
In the city of York there were eight parish churches, each belonging to a 
.separate estate or gi'oup of liolilings. On the Bishop ol Durham s holding \\as 
the church of All Saints; on that ot the Count of Mortain. St. Cr<>s.s; on that 
of William dc I’crcy the churches of St. Mar>' and St. Cuthbert; on that of 1 l ugli 
son of Baldric the church of St. Andrew; on that ot Emeis the church ol 
St Martin ; on that of ( )do the cros.sbowman a church (unnamed); and on that ot 
Richard son of Erfast the church of Holy Trinity.' Other large towns with bere- 
wicks attached had perhaps two (ihurches, a.s W'akefieUl,'*’ Sherbiim,“ heather- 
stone,** and Whixley.** In the rural parishes there is only evidence of about one 
hundred and eighty manorial churches which were reckoned iis bctorc among 
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the incident?, of the demesne, the mills, fisheries, and mcadowland. 'Hicrc is an 
interesting group of churches in the southern |)art ol RycUde Waficntakc, which 
from iirchitcctural evirlenee all date proV>al)ly trom the middle of the eleventh 
century.* 1 hree churchcLS, namely at H ackness. Sufiield, and Evcrlcy. were served 
apparently by one priest* At Old Byland was a \yooden church.® 

There arc only some twelve churches and priests returned under Lancii- 
shire, but they were better endowerl apparently than those of \orkshire. At 
Manchester there were two churches (St. Mary and St Michael), each endo\ve<l 
with a carucate.* I he church of Walton-on-thc-Hill was endowed with a caru- 
cale in Bootle/ and the church of Winwick with two r-arucates in Newton in 
Makerfield- At Preston there were three churche>x’ 

A point which impresses any one studying this subject is the esstrntially 
proprietary charvacter of the chundi organii:iUion revealed by the Domc.sday 
Book. If wc reconstruct the Domesday entries under the holders of 1066 we 
shall find in a number of case.s that where a thegn or other lay tenant had many 
holdings in a county there Is frequently the record ot a church or a priest at one <»f 
them only,and that at the place where tin* tenant livetl. AVo generally find also 
that the church or priest was iissociated in die Domesday entry' with the incidents 
of the demesne, and in some cases it is expressly stated that the church or priest 
was on the demesne. This will give the reason why in so many instances the 
churches adjoin tlic manor houses at the present day, and are sometimes a con¬ 
siderable ilistancc from the i)rcsent village. I have already discussed this point 
as regard.s the entries for Hertfordshire, but p«/rhap.s 1 may be allowed to repeat 
what I have written with regard to it.* 1 hus vlithelmar of l^mnington, a 
thegn of King E<lward, had lands at Bennington, Sacombe, Layston. .^^hwelk 
Hinxworth, Ra<lwcU, and Bcngt*o, but there was only a prie.st on his lands 
at Bennington, where we know he lived, and a clerk is mentioned on his 
land at Sacombe; W’lwin of Eastuick, a thegn of Earl Harold, had lands 
at Hailevand Ea.stwick, but it was on his land at Eastwick where ho lived 
that we find a prie.st: *♦ Anschil of Ware had land.s at Ware and Kncbwoi th, 
but it was on his kinds at Ware where he resided tliat there was a priest;'* 
Osiilf, son of Frane, had lands at Miswell in I ring, and Barwith in Studham, 
but it was on hi.s land at Studham where he lived.'* and where wc know 
that he and his wdfe built a church in iofi4,'* that a priest is mentioned; Alwin 
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Uoinc, n tln*gn ‘*f Ring” Hclwanl, lincl lands at Walton, VV^alkorn, and Sacombo* 
lull there was only a priest on his lands at Walkom where he probably lived * 
In the siime way other tenants provided land for a pnesl at one ot then hold¬ 
ings presumably where they lived, as. for instance, Aldred, a thegn of king 
Edward, had lands at Widfoid. Layston. and .Xsjx-nden, but then' was a pric'sl 
only on his lands at Asi umdcn:- *Elfrie Blac.a man of Archbishop Stigand.had 
lands at Watton, Shephall.Libury'in Little Munden, Sacombe. Langport, UaUii- 
worth, and Throcking, but it w:is only on his lands at ^Yalton that there was a 
riricst • Alward, a man of the same archbishop, hail lands at W id ford, Meesden. 
and 1 .’iburv, but it was only on his lands at Met'^den that there was pnest ;* 
Wulfward. a man of Asgar the staller, held lands at llormead and Wonnley 
with a priest on his lands at Hormcad. Some who hchl only one manor had 
provided a priest, such as Anand, the housecarl of King Edward at Bengco,‘ or 

Sailt, a man of Earl Lewin at Buckland.T 

Evidence of a similar nature is to found throughout the greater part ol 
England. In Hampshire Saxi had a church at Thruxton.’ which given be¬ 
fore 1086 toCormeilles Abbey.but none on his lands .at Clatford and Empshott;" 
and Azor had a church at Upton Grey lAoltone).*' but none on his lands at 
Littleion in Kemplon,« and Cl.anville in Penton Grafton.** 1 he weaUhy Saxon 
thegn Cheping. whose tombstone still exists in the church of Stnitfie d Mortimer, 
hacl a church on hLs land at Hcadbournc Worthy.'* where we know he lived, and 
other churches also at Olterburn.’'' Shirle.y in MillbiYK^k,"’ and Bollcy, where he 
mav have had rcsidence.s, but on his immense estates extending into fourteen 
other vills in this coiintv there is no record of a church. Bundi had churchy 
at Stratfuddsaye'* and Warnl>orough.»» but none are recorded on his estates in 

El Surrev O'^wald, apparently the brother of Wulfwold. abbot of Chertsey. 
and a large landowner in the time of Edward the Confessor who maile his sub- 
mission to William, held lands at that time at Wislcy,*“ Effingham,” Walkhamp- 
Slead orCiHlslonc,- Lower Tooting,** Micklehain,-Addington,«‘ Pcchingcorde 
and Ecteham ** He lost his lands al\\\alkhamp.stcad. Lower I ooting. and Adding- 
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ton at the (Conquest, but retained the re^t, nnd aequirod further lands at Wotton ' 
lielongin^to Harold. The only land upon which there wasachurch wasatWislcy. 
(*ola had a church on his land nt Betchworth.- but none on his other lands at 
Thorncroft and Cootnlte.' 'fovi had a church on his land at W<.*st Moulsey,' lint 
none on his other lands at RrMlscll in Puttenham, Esher/and I'arley.* Godlovi 
ha«l a churrh on hi.s land at 'fitscy, but none on his lands at Tad\\orth.‘* 

In Kent the wealthy Adclwold of Elthain evidently had his chief residence 
at Leeds.’* where there was a church, but there was no church on his other lands 
at Deal,’* MarbletUnvn In Harrii.tsham.*- Broomfield,’* Teston,*' Bensted/' ‘Bi- 
wallDean Court in AVestwcll," and Sandwich," although there was a church 
on the land hr held jointly with Hugh, nephew of Herbert, at Frinstead.“ Ulvric 
had a church on his lands at AUenton,” but none apparently on his lands at 
()ftham"* or I^opcrshall in Coldred." O.sward de Norton, on the other hand, had 
three churches at Norton, near Faversham,** where he apparently lived, two 
churches atSellinge.^'oneat Allingtonin HoUinglx>ume,’''one at I larrictsham," 
an<l one at Tonge,” but on six other holdings" there were no churches. 

I n Gloucestershire Wulfward Wit, a landowner in many counties, and a friend 
apparently of Queen Hvlith, had a priest on his lands at Salperton,*" but none on 
his lioldings in Chedwoilh," Febworth,‘“Shepton Solars,** Bagendon," Hatherop,** 
and W'inston.** Brictric, son of iVlgar, had a priest on his demesne at Fairford/’ 
but no priest on his lands at Tewkt'sbur);** Thornbur)^,^ Old Sodbury,*® Av'cn- 
ing/' and W'oollaston.** On the lands of Godric there was a priest at Sw'indon** 
(Svintone), but none on his lands at Amney St. Mary** (Omcnic). Wotton near 
Gloucestcr*TUletone). Littleton,*'Windrush,*A\’aplcy,**Stanlcy,*''lIaresficld,'*’and 
Postlip.** On the Inmls of ^Mestan of Bo.seomb Utcrc was a church at Frampton 
Cotterel,** but none at 'WigheialeV* Dunti.sbourne Rous,** and Badgeworth.” 
'I'here were also others in this county, such as Lewin, /Elworld, and Turcliil, who 
had lands at several places, but priests only at one of them. 

In Derbyshire the celebrated Siward Bam, who joined Hereward in loyr, 
held considerable estates extending into .some fimrleen plaecs,‘* but it was only 

' F. C. tl. Sun-., i, 328 lorig. text. 36^1. * Ihid., 321 (orig. text, 35 ^). 

Ihid; 319 long text, 35* Ibid^ 328 long, text, 36^1. * 327 (orig. text. 36^). 

T lOiJ., 311 lorig. text. 341. * Ibid., 315 (orig. text, 34/). 

Ibid, 321 (orig, text, 35 ^). *' Dvm. Bk., orig. Ic-xt, 29. 

» ibid. 

'* Ibid., II. 

« tbid.,gl,. 

/*/</„ 9. 

Ibid., 167. 

Jbid., 

« Ibid., 166 A. 

" Ibid,, 168. 

** Ibid., l6g. 


Ibid., 301 (orig. text, 311. 

* Ibid, 325 6 (orig. text. 36/11 


** Ibid, I b. 

'■ /bid.,qb. 

/W., 7. 

“ Ibid., 29, 
Ibid., 169. 
** Ibid., 168/'. 
*'• Ibid. 

Ibid., 167 b 
“ Ibid., t68A. 
•* Ibid. 


*’ Ibid.. 8. 

’* Ibid., tob. 
•= Ibid.^ 7 b. 
Ibid. 

*-* Jbid., 164. 

• Ibid., iCgb, 
" Ibid. 

“ Ibid. 

** Ibid., 169 A. 


'•* /bid., 8 b. 

“ Ibid., 7 A. 

** Ib/d., to. 

Ibid, 8b. 9. 10 
^ Ibid., 169. 

'• /bid. 

” Ibid., 168 
/bid. 

** /bid., 166 b. 


*• Ibid. 

“ Ibid., 13 A. 


•* /bid. 

^ Ibid. 

Ibid., 166 A. 
** /bid. 

** /bid., 166 A. 


V. C. //. lUi-b., \ 336, 337. 338. 343. 343, 346 (ong. text. 274-6J. 


OF THE DOMESDAY SURVEY loi 


at Norbury' and BreadsalD that he had priests and churches. Gamel had 
lands extending into eight vills, but only a church at Mugginton.^ Leyenot had 
estates extending into eighteen vills, but only a priest on that at Eckington.'* 

In Leicestershire Leofric son of Lewin had two priests at his great vill of 
Melton Mowbray® with its nine members, where there is little doubt he had 
his residence, but no priest on his lands at Stathern, and if, as seems probable, 
he can be identified with Leofric, he had also a priest at Swepstone,* but no priest 
on his lands at Bottesford,® Storworth,® Husband Bosworth,'® and ‘ Plotelei’.'' 
Alwin had a priest with a deacon on his great manor of Market Bosworth,'® but 
no priest on his lands at Sharnford,‘®Thurlaston,“Barton-in-the-Beans,*® Frowles- 
worth,*" East Norton," and Barsby.'* Saxi had a priest on his lands at Huncote," 
but none on his lands at Ayleston,®® Frowlesworth,®' Cosby,*® Market Bosworth,*® 
Shawell,®' and Bag-worth.*® Harding and his men held Knaptoft,*® where there was 
a priest in the time of King Edward the Confessor, and lands at Sapcote, Hinckley, 
Sibson, Shenton, Shearsby, Croft, Broughton Astley, Fenny Drayton, Bitteswell, 
Swinford, Walton near Kimcote, Theddingworth, Thorpe Par\m, Wanlip, Shoby, 
and Walton on the Wolds, but at none of these except Bitteswell was there a 
church. This holding passed to Aubrey Earl of Northumbria at the Conquest, 
and was in the hands of the Crown in 1086, and during this period the conditions 
remained the same. Ulf held Ratby,®^ where there was a priest, and lands in 
Groby,®* East Norton,®® Markfield,®® and Blaby,®' on which there was no priest. 

On the other hand there are instances like that of Brixi Cild, a Kentish 
nobleman who had four holdings in Surrey at three of which there were churches, 
while in the same county Erding had churches at each of his three holdings. 
Bolla had nine holdings in Hampshire at not one of which was there a church. 
There is, however, probably enough evidence to show that in 1066 and for some 
little time before it had been a common practice for thegns and others to build 
churches on their demesnes near their houses. 

In conclusion, it may be well to inquire what became of the smaller minsters 
and parish churches of the Conquest period. Many of the former, particularly 
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those in Wessex, had already, in the time of Edward the Confessor and before, 
been granted to monasteries and episcopal establishments both at home and 
abroad. The Normans had more faith in the regular than in the secular orders 
of religion. As therefore it was a recognized rule, though one not always acted 
upon, that what had been given to God and the Church should not be con¬ 
verted to secular uses, Norman lords regarded it convenient to endow the 
numerous monasteries which they founded with English minsters and parish 
churches and their extensive glebes. 

There can be little doubt that these small minsters or colleges of priests 
originally sensed wide areas, but as subordinate churches were built and the area 
of ministration of the older church became restricted, the necessity for a com¬ 
munity of priests ceased. The monasteries to which so many of these churches 
were granted took advantage of this fact and appropriated the endowments, while 
they Served the churches in the least expensive manner they could devise. This 
system, as is well known, led to the ordination of vicarages. When granted to 
foreign monasteries the small minsters sometimes became alien priories, such, 
among many others, as Boxgrove, Steyning, and Lyminster in Sussex. The 
development of some of these churches is illustrated by the visitation of the 
Dean of Salisbury of his churches in 1220. Thus we find Heytesbury in Wiltshire, 
probably a borough minster in the time of Domesday, had been constituted, 
like many others, a college of four secular canons in 1165, and within its ancient 
parish had then been built the dependent chapels of Tetherington, Knook with 
a wooden church. Hill Deverell and Honingsham with stone churches. The 
mother church of Sonning, probably a minster in 1066, had nine churches or 
chapels built in its ancient parish, two of which, Erlegh St. Bartholomew and 
Arborfield, were of wood. The mother churches of Mere in Wiltshire and 
Godaiming in Surrey had respectively three and five dependent chapels. 

The parish churches of East Anglia, which in the time of Edward the Con¬ 
fessor had been in the hands of groups of freemen, passed with the lands of such 
groups to single Norman owners, and thus in many instances went to endow 
the monasteries. 

The church organization in England immediately before and after the Con¬ 
quest reflected the struggle between the seculars and regulars. Before the 
Conquest the country wavered between the two opinions, but afterwards the 
regulars held the power, and the secular priests, whether incumbents of parish 
churches or members of communities, were forced to relinquish much of their 
endowments to increase the wealth of the monks.* 

* I am indebted to Mr. J. H. Round, M.A., LL.D., for reading the proofs of this paper, and kindly 
making some suggestions and corrections; and to Mr. C. R. Peers, M.A., for notes as to Saxon work 
still surviving in some of the churches referred to. 
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111 .—^he ^hbey of Saint-Denis and its ^dneient Treasures. 
By Sir W. Maktln Conway, 


Read 4tli February, 1915. 


The authorities relied upon for the following account of the Abbey Church 
and treasures of St-Denis are in the first instance the three well-known published 
volumes;— 

Jacques Doublet: Histoire de ... .S’ Denys, Paris, 1625. 4to. 

S. G. Millet: Le Tresor Sacr^ . . . de Saind-Denis (4”'* ed.). Paris, 
1645. i2mo. 

Michel F<Mibien: llistoircdc . . . Saint-Denys. l^arLs, 1706. fol. 

I shall cite these frequently by the initial letters, A .1/, and F. 

Besides these books are also such of the inventories of the treasures, made 
at different dates, <is have been preserved. The oldest existing inventory is 
dated 22 janvner 1.^04 (1505, n. s.). This lias been published in extenso from the 
manuscript in the Bibliothdquc nationale(f.fr. 18766)by Monsieur H.Omont in 
Mimoires de la SixiH^ de f Histoire de Paris, etc., tome xxviii (Paris, 1902, 8vo), 
pp. 166-99. I shall cite this ;is *Inv, 1505'.* Monsieur Omont evidently con¬ 
siders it to be an original and complete document; but a careful comparison of 
it with the inventory next to be mentioned proves it to \y^ merely an abstract, 
the omissions in which arc important and sometimes misleading. For example, 
the item no. 199 begins ‘joygnaiit Icdict auteP; now the last altar mentioned 
is ‘ le grant autel", but the altar intended to be referred'to is ‘ tlie altar of the 
relics’ or ‘of .Saint-Denis", which had been mentioned in the complete in¬ 
ventory though passed over in the .ibstract There arc several other like 
obscurities due to abbreviation or omi.ssion.‘ According to-Millet (p. 83) an 
inventory was made in 1534, wliilst F^libien (pp. 460, 464) refers'to others of 
the years 1576, 1581. 1598, and 1634. Of tliese only the la.st mentioned exists, 
actually in three manuscript copies, two in the Biblioth^rque nationale (f. fr. 4611 
and 18765) and one' in the Archives nationales (LL 1327). The example examined 
by me Is the MS. f.^fr. 4611, the leaves of which are numbered; 1 shall refer to 
this as 'Inv. 1634" folloived by the number of the leaf. The corresponding 


' Vide p. m below. 






104 the abbey of SAINT-DENIS 

leaf in MS. f. fr. 18765 can be found by adding one to the figure. There is 
also an inventory made in the year 1739, likewise printed in full by Monsieur 
Omont in the publication above referred to (pp. 199-212); I shall cite this as 

‘Inv. 1739’. . . 

It is necessary to say a word or two more about the inventory 01 1034- 

This obviously incorporates in full the complete inventory from which the ab¬ 
stract was made in 1505 which Monsieur Omont printed. The order in which 
the objects are enumerated is the same, and so for the most part are the actual 
words employed, but the later document is much fuller and has besides many 
additions made in the year 1634, describing changes in the condition of particular 
objects, damage done to them, losses of stones, or actual complete destruction 
undergone in the intervening 130 years. Hence the inventory of 1634 is 
the really important document, which deserves to be studied m much more 
detail than I was able to attain during a short visit to Paris. It catalogues 
practically every stone of any value in each of the wonderful treasures 
which belonged to St.-Denis at the beginning of the sixteenth century. The 
earliest writing to give any account of St.-Denis is an anonymous manuscript 
in the Bibliotheque nationale, Paris (no. 12710), entitled Descriptio qfff r 
Karolus Magnus clavum et coronani domiiii a Constantinopoh Aquisgrani detiilcrit 
qualiterque Karolus Kalvus haec ad sanctum Dyonisium retulerit. It w^ 
posed and written at St.-Denis before iioo and probably even before the First 

C^rtiScicic ^ 

Besides these texts there are the five large engravings included by F^libien in 
his volume. Four of these (pi. Ill and IV) depict the contents of the four armoires 
in which the treasure was displayed throughout the eighteenth century. Eac 
object is distinguished by a letter on F6libien s plates, which I shall cite thu^ e.g. 

‘ F. pi. iii M.’ Other representations of treasures once belonging to St.-Denis 
have been preserved. Thus there is an engraving of ‘ L’escriptouere monsr. 
Sainct Denis’ facing" p. 23 in the PalaeograpJiia Gracca of Bernard de Montfaucon 
(Paris, 1708, in-fol). There are also coloured facsimiles of three important lost 
objects amongst the drawings which belonged to Peiresc and are now in the 
Cabinet des Estampes; while in the same collection is a most important 
drawing of T’Escrain CharlemaigneThis and the Peiresc drawings, which 
will be referred to in their place, have been admirably reproduced in colour in 
the following work: J. Guibert, Lcs Dess ins du Cabinet Peiresc, etc. Pans, 

1910. 4to.* 

* See the text in G. Rauschen, Legendc Karls d. Gr., Leipzig, 1890, and Neue Untersuchungen 
fiber die Descriptio, etc., in Hist. Jahrb. der Gorres-Gesellschaft, vol. xv, MOnchen 1894, P- 257 - 

* A vague and almost valueless account of some of the treasures is given by Thomas Flatter the 
younger of Basle, who visited St.-Denis in 1599. It is included in his Description de Parts, printed in 
the Mcmoircs de la Societe historiqtie de Paris (vol. xxiii, 1896, p. 218). 
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Finally, and in ‘W)me respects most important of all, is the remarkable 
picture (one of two wings of .a late fifteenth-century altar-piece representing 
incidents in the legend of St. Giles) fonnerly in the Dudley Collection, on the 
sale of which collection one wing w.-i-s purchased by the National Gallery; it 
will not here concern us. The other, the important wing for us, now belongs to 
Mrs. Stewart Mackenzie 1 pi. 1 i). It h curious that no caicful study of it has ever 
been made, fhe painters name is not known. He was probably a north- 
Frcnch or south-Netherlandish master, who worked in France, and, like the 
Mattrc dc Moulins, shows the influence of Hugo van der Goes. The subject 
of the wing in question is ‘ St. Giles saying Mass', and the painter has chosen 
to show him as officiating in the great church of .St.-Deni.s with Charles 
Martel ’ kneeling beside him at the glorious altar of which we shall hereafter 
have much to say. The picture, therefore, is of extraordinary historical impor¬ 
tance, because the altar in question was of great beauty and fame, and this is 
not only the single representation of it that exists, but is the only record of 
the aspect of the great Royal Abbey of E'rance in the time of its splendour, as 
it were photographed in colour in actual use, before civil wars, reformations, 
and revolutions had swept it and so many other wonrlerful medieval treasures 
off the face of the earth. 

Viollet-le-I)uc knew of the existence of this picture, but never siiw it, and 
relied upon an in.iccuratc drawing of it which is printed in his Dicfmttmirc 
iic I'Architedurc* He states that the altar in question is Ihe Matutinal altar 
of SL Denis and that the cross above it was .Sugcr’s, and he invents a chasse 
and introduces it under the canopy behind the altar. I shall show that the 
altar is not the Matutinal altar, whilst others have long ago proved that the 
cross was not .Sugcr’s. St. Louis’s cliassc, moreover, lay above and not beneath 
the canopy. If Viollet-lc-Duc had put himself to the inconvenience of aossing 
the Channel to .see the picture, which was easily accessible in Lord Dudley's 
house, it is s«'ife to assert that he would have restored the chevet of the church 
differently, and that he would not liave put the monument of Dagobert together 
exactly as was done, omitting the deep recess or hollow moulding which should 
divide the sculpture<I background from the framing archivolt 'Die head of the 

‘ The following is the account of the inddent taken out ofCaxion's edition of the Golden Legend; 

‘ King Charles heard spe.-ik of the renown of him (St Gilesj and implored him Uiat he migJit see 
him. And he received him much honourably, and he praywl him to pra^ for him, among other thing» 
because he had done a sin so foul & villainous that he durst not be shriven thereof to him, nor to any 
other. And on the Sunday after, as Saint Giles said mass and prayed for the King, die Angel of our 
Lord apixared tn him and'bid upon the altar a oedulc wherein the sm of the King was wntten by 
order, and that it was pardoned him by the prayers of Saint Giles, so that he were thereof repentant 
and abstaiiicil him from doing it any more.* 

* Article * .Vutel vol. ii, p. 26. 
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fifjurc of Queen Nanthilde would likewise not have needed to be wholly in¬ 
vented by the sculptor Gcoffroy-Dechaume in 1862. 

Before beginning- the detailed description of such of the treasures of St.- 
Denis as survive, <»r of which representations exist, it will conduce to clearness 
if we first of all consider the ancient arrangement of the church itself and the 
place occupied by some of the more important objects. And first let us reply to 
the cjuestion, Ilow many principal altars were there in the axis of the church, and 
what were their positions.^ In tlie .seventeenth century' there were only two, a.s 
shown in F^libien s plan, and so V'^iollet-lC'-Duc restored them; but in the time of 
Suger and down to the year t6io there were three, and only one of them, the altar 
of St. Deni.s, occupied the position of either of the restored altars. Thus, in 
1529, when Cardinal de Bourbon came to take pos.se.s.sion of St.-Dcnis as its 
Abbot, and was received by the clerg>’, he‘fit trois stations en entrant dans 
1 (Jglise, la premiere devant I’autel matutinal, ou reposait le saint Sacrement, la 
secondedevant le grand autel, et la troisi^^mclautel de .Saint Denis‘ (F., p.383). 
Doublet says that the Matutinal altar is so called bccau.se of the High Mass 
which W'iis celebrated there immediately after Prime. He .says there were four 
High Masses cclcbratetl ever>* day: the first at the altar of the Martyrs (Sl- 
Denis), the second at the Matutinal altar, the third in the Chapel of Our Lady 
(chanted by the novices 1, the fourth, the great Mass of the day, at the ‘ Maistre 
Autcl . Each of these altars stood within its own enclosure-screens and was the 
centre of a number of precious objects placed in relation to it. VVe shall more 
en'jily avoid confusion, therefore, il we take each enclosure and its altar in turn and 
discover how each was decorated and by what treasures it was accompanied, 
belorc proceeding to con.sider the treasures themselves individually in chrono¬ 
logical sequence. 

The choir was entered from the nave through a .sci-een, on the ‘frontispiece’ 
of which, says Doublet (p. 386), was the legend of St. Denis ‘industrieusement 
taillez et bien representez ’ in stone, but at what date he dtxjs not say. .4bovc 
It wa.s one of Sugors crucifixes, a wooden one, between images of the Virgin 
and St. John, whilst on the gallery of it was planted, likewise by Suger, a 
whence the Gospel was read. This pnlpUum was made up out of old 
materials, which appear formerly to have covered the whole gallcr>\ and con¬ 
sisted oi tablets ol ivory sculptured with figures (presumably like the ivory' 
throne at Ravenna) mixed with animals made of copper. The whole thing was 
jmined by the Huguenots at a later date. The pulpit presented to Aix-la- 
Chapelle Cathednil by the Emperor Heinrich II before loiq may give some 
idea as to how these decorative panels were arranged. 

Mithin the choir the central object w'as the eagle lectern of bronze. It 
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was adorned with figures of the four Ev^angelists and others. Dagobert 
captured it at Poitiers and presented it to St.-Denis, and Suger had it gilded. 
The altar of thi.s part of the building was the Matutinal altar. It was also 
called the altar of the Trinity and the Choir altar, and in the time of Suger 
‘ I’Autel Sainct V Its position can be fixed with some accuracy. In F^libien s 
plan the position (A A) of Charles the Bald’s tomb is plainly marked.- It is 
sometimes described as being beneath and sometimes in front of the altar of 
the Trinity, so that this altar must have stood approximately in a line with the 
east end of the stalls. Moreover, the altar was attached to the iron screen 
which here closed the choir, and no doubt was fixed to the two great arcading 
piers against which the stalls end. Again, we are told ® that the Matutinal altal- 
was under a beam of wood which was at the east end of the choir and on which 
at one time stood the gold cross of St. Eloy. The altar itself was built by Suger 
of black marble and embellished with sculptures in white marble representing 
the martyrdom of St. Denis. Upon it was an image of the Trinity in silver-gift, 
which was destroyed in the time of the Armagnacs in the reign of Charles VIL 
A silver gilt retable for the altar on this site had been given by Robert, Abbot 
of Corbie; Suger preserved it and enriched it with gems.' Further, to the old 
altar, which Suger thus replaced, certain relics had been attached by Charles 
the Bald. Suger reset these in what appears to have been a portable altar of 
porphyry, described as framed in a chassis of wood, ‘ et ce chassis remply d’or 
fin ’ and set with gems. This portable altar is later on found in the Treasur}^ 
The other fittings and treasures belonging to the altar are enumerated in the 
inventory of 1505 (nos. 162-84).’ 

Immediately behind and belonging to it was an elaborate structure con¬ 
sisting of a square column of copper-gilt supporting a wooden cross, covered 
with gold, and a unicorn’s (narwhal’s) horn 65 ft. long with a silver crown round 
it. From this cross, or a jutting bracket, there hung an openwork lantern of 
silver-gilt, containing a round cup of gold set with stones, and in it a smaller round 
box, likewise of gold, and set with many stones, which was the ciborium to hold 
the Host. These gold boxes were stolen in 1601 and the thief never discovered.® 

There hung from the roof down in front of this altar a silver basin, six lamps, 

and a ‘ nef’. A piece of wall behind this altar supported the chasse of St. Denis 
of Corinth. It was of copper-gilt garnished with embossed images and capitals 

‘ D., p. 24, A. 

* Platter, in 1599, says that the bronze tomb of Charles the Bald was in the middle of the choir; 
those of Clodomir, Charles Martel, and a son of Dagobert were to the right, those of Hugues Capet 
and Othon to the left. These were of white marble. He noted eleven other royal tombs farther back. 

® M., p. 71. * D., pp. 245, 1247; F., p. 174. 

® More fully in the Inv. 1634, pp. 220-33. * P* 4 ^®- 
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of silver-gilt and set with stones, probably a thirteenth-century work. Beside 
this altar was a wooden chest containing two chalices and patens, a spoon 
pierced with many holes, described as ‘ of ancient fashion to which we shall 
recur, two silver basins, a ‘ byberon' with a lion’s head, two silver candlesticks, 
two censers of silver, a silver pax, some minor implements, and a finely bound 
MS. of the Gospels. 

East of the choir-screen and Trinity altar was an open square space beneath 
the crossing, and this was given up to the monuments of kings and the opening 
to the royal vault. We are not concerned with these monuments except in so 
far as what we learn about them throws light on other matters. Immediately 
behind the Trinity altar St. Louis was buried in a stone coffin between the 
graves of his father Louis VIII and Philip Augustus.* His body only remained 
there till 1298, when, after his canonization, it was taken up and put into a 
chassc, but the tomb with the silver effigy upon it remained till the precious 
metal was stripped off by the Armagnacs or the English in the days of Charles 
VI I.® Other tombs in that wretched time were treated in the same fashion, so 
that the two remaining near this altar were mere anonymous wrecks in 1505.3 
At the east side of the crossing was another iron screen, perhaps led up to by 
some steps which, however, were farther east than the steps made in 1610 and 
shown on F^libien’s plan, because these are recorded to have partly covered 
the tomb of the wife of St. Louis, 

We thus come to the enclosure which contained the High altar, the 
‘ Maistre Autel ’ or ‘ grand autel ’ as it is sometimes called, the altar of St. Peter 
and St. Paul, as was its correct designation. We possess numerous descriptions 
of it, and it is this and no other that is depicted in the picture of the Mass of 
St. Giles. But that picture proves that its position about the year 1500, doubt¬ 
less its original position, was directly in a line with or even a little west of the 
centre of Dagoberts monument, whereas in 1610 it was moved somewhat to the 
east of it as marked on F^libien’s plan, where the restored altar now stands. 

It is related^ that when Pope Stephen II visited France in the year 754 to 
appeal to Pepin for protection against the Lombards, one day during his stay 
at St.-Denis kneeling before this altar he had a vision of ‘ the good shepherd 
Monseigneur St. Peter, and the master and doctor of the Gentiles Mon¬ 
seigneur St. Paul ’ and also of St. Denis who was splendidly clad, and of his two 
fellow saints, and he heard and reported word for word their conversation and 
even their gestures, but unfortunately the passage is too long to be copied 

' F., p. 555. 2 D ^ p 1240. 

3 Inv. 1505, nos. 185, 186, where there is a mistake. St. Louis was not buried ‘ devant ’ (where 
lay Charles the Bald) but ‘ derrifere ’ the Matutinal altar. 

* D., p. 182. 
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here. The upshot was that the Pope, who had been suffering’ from illness, was 
forthwith restored to health and next day consecrated this altar to the honour 
of the two saints; and thereat he crowned Pepin king and anointed his sons 
Charlemagne and Carloman. In memory of this very important event, which 
led to such great future developments as the revival of the Empire of the West 
and the solid foundation of the temporal power of the Popes, Pepin gave two life- 
sized figures in gold of St. Peter and St. Paul and two fine porphyry columns for 
them to stand on, which were placed close to the back angles of the altar 
(‘joignant les deux boutz du derri^re dudict auteP, Inv. 1505). If the columns 
do not appear in the St. Giles picture, though the gold figures had before then 
been destroyed, it is because they were hidden by the curtain. The altar was 
of black and white marble and stood on four white marble columns, on one of 
which were the letters M. P. V. 11 II. Dagobert was buried beneath it,' though 
his monument was to the south where St. Louis afterwards reconstructed it, and 
it is the reconstructed monument that appears in our picture, the prominent 
standing figure on the left being Queen Nanthilde, Dagobert’s second wife, who 
was buried with or near him. 

Suger himself has described for us the splendid decorations of this altar in 
his day. He relates how there was in front of the altar a very precious altar- 
frontal of gold (seen above the altar as a retable in our picture (pi. 11 and XI)), given 
by Charles the Bald, which alone did not seem to him fine enough to make the 
altar as splendid as he wished it to be. So he encased it (as Angilbert encased 
the still existing altar at Milan) with three more golden sides, one with figures 
in relief of a singular and admirable sort, but all enriched with precious stones, 
so that about this altar nothing was seen except gold and jewels. It was made 
to appear still more sumptuous by the golden jewelled table itself and by the 
precious treasures placed upon it, when Mass was celebrated there on days of 
solemnity. There were the fine gold candlesticks, weighing twenty marks, 
enriched with jacinths, emeralds, garnets, and other sorts of gems given by King 
Louis le Gros; also the great cross of gold made by St. Eloy, Bishop of Noyon, 
with many other smaller crosses, and above all these was that very precious 
treasure named ‘ I’Escrin de Charlemagne ’ (pi. X), given by his grandson, the 
Emperor Charles the Bald. All these objects were enriched with so many jewels 
that they produced an admirable and ravishing effect. If one adds to all this 
the two great golden images of St. Peter and St. Paul, of the height of a man, 
which were given by King Pepin and placed on two columns of porphyry at 
the sides of this altar, it must be admitted that it was altogether re.splendent and 
majestic. So that Abbot Suger said that when he looked at it, with all its 

’ D., p. 1196, ‘Son corps gist sous le Maistre Autel, qui est d^s lors du premier bastiment de 
I’eglise.’ 
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fittings, he was so ravished by the sight as to imagine himself not on this earth, 
but near Paradise; and some inhabitants of Jerusalem, who came to France and 
saw these rare magnificences of St.-Denis, told him that they surpassed the 
treasures of the temple of St. Sophia of Constantinople which they had seen. 

As for the gold encasement of the altar, that also had disappeared by 1500, 
except the frontal, which was used as a retable, and two of SugePs panels, hidden 
in the picture perhaps by the embroidered frontal. Millet (p. 40) relates that 
there used to be six ‘great tables of gold’ belonging to St.-Denis, one given by 
Dagobert, one by Charles the Bald, and four by Suger. Of these, he says only 
the second remained in his time. The others, as"well as Pepin’s two gold 
images, Louis le Gross candlesticks, the image of the Trinity belonging to the 
Matutinal altar, Suger s great cross, and many other treasures, were destroyed 
in the troublous times of Charles VI and VII—‘ ravies par les Anglois ’, he says, 
though F^libien tells another story. 

One other feature shown in our picture connected with the High altar 
remains to be considered: the four columns surmounted by figures of angels 
holding candlesticks, which columns support the rods for the curtains enclosing 
the altar on three sides. They are mentioned (no. 191) in the inventory of 1505, 
where it is stated that the columns are of latten and the angels of copper-gilt. 
Evidently they belong to about the time of St. Louis, during whose days so 
much was done in the way of rebuilding and decorating the church.* 

Behind the High altar in our picture rises a metallic vaulted structure which 
was the platform that supported the chasse of St. Louis. At first sight it seems 
to be a canopy resting on six columns, but it is important to observ'e that there 
are only four, the two arches on either long side being separated by cusps, not 
by columns. The cusp on the south side can be plainly seen. This structure 
IS thi^ described in the inventory of 1505 (no. 192): ‘Au derri^re dudict autel 
(the High altar) quatre coulompnes de laton de fonte, et sur icelles ung entable¬ 
ment aussi de laton dor6 d or de painctre; et sur icelles columpnes et en¬ 
tablement ung coffre de bahu d’ancienne fa^on, fort caducque, rompu dessus, 
plus par caducquetd que par force, et dedans icellui le corps de monseigneur 
saint Loys, roy de France.’ The following important passage from the inven¬ 
tory of 1634 (f, 259’), which I could not entirely decipher, was kindly copied out 
for me by Monsieur J. J. Marquet de Vasselot of the Louvre: ‘ Au derri^re dud. 
autel quatre colomnes de fonte et dessus icelles un entablement aussy de laitton 
dor6 d’or de peintre, gamy tout allentour de fleurs de lys placquds; quatre 
angeles aux quatre coings, tenans chascun un chandellier au.ssy de laiton, I’un 


In this connexion a remark of Rohault de Fleury (La Messe, ii, p. 38) may be cited : ‘ Lorsqu’on 
renomja aux ciboria en France leur souvenir fut conserve par quatre colonnes placees aux angles de 
autel sans couronnement, mais relides par des tringles pour les rideaux,’ 
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des chandelliers rompu, et estoient au derri^re du dit entablement; Tan m. iii'. 
nil.** douze et six [sic] fut cy present ce tabernacle assis; Charles de France Roy 
size [sic] le donna, Pierre Rozette le fist et acheva; et a est6 par lesd. relligieux 
diet et d^clar^ que les susd. quatre colomns de laiton et les quatre angeles furent 
desmolis lors du couronnement de la royne en six cent dix, et furent vendus 
pour r^parer la demolition qui en avoit est6 faicte, 

‘ Dessus le diet entablement un coffre de bahut d environ deux pieds et demy 
de long et un pied de large, convert de cuir bande de fer et sem6 de petits clouds, 
fermant a clef et scelle sur le bou de la clef d’un seel de cire H (fol. zto) et dedans 
icelluy coffre les ossemens du corps Monsieur S' Louis, ledit coffre for ancien 
et caducque rompu dessus force plus que par caducet6. Dessus ledt coffre un 
tapis seme de fleurs de lys/ * 

St. Louis’s much venerated remains had a very chequered histor}^ When 
he died in Tunis in 1270, the flesh was boiled off his bones in a cauldron of wine 
and water.* The flesh was taken to Monreale in Sicily and there buried, whilst 
the bones were wrapped in scented silk and brought with the heart to France. 
On the 22nd of May, 1271, the bones were buried in St.-Denis in a stone coffin 
behind the altar of the Trinity and adjacent to the tombs of Louis VIII and 
Philip Augustus. St. Louis had prescribed that his grave should be quite plain, 
but his son ‘ luy fit dresser un tombeau magnifique ou Tor et 1 argent estoient 
ce qu’il y avoit de moins consid^re ’, says Felibien (p. 249) in his vague fashion. 
Doublet (p. 1240), whom Felibien despised as a writer, more accurately states that 
the tomb was covered with silver, which was carried off later on by the English 
and Armagnacs in the time of Charles VI. 

In 1297 St. Louis was canonized, and in the following year, on the twenty- 
eighth anniversary of his death, his bones were taken up out of their grave and 
with great ceremony put into a chasse which Millet (p. 76) was mistaken in 
describing as of gold. This chasse was set behind and above the High altar. 

Seven years later, in 1305, the skull of St. Louis, except the jaw-bone, was 
given to the Sainte Chapelle, at the request of Jeanne d’Evreux, in exchange 
for a reliquary in the shape of a chapel containing specimens from all the relics 
in the Sainte Chapelle. The jaw-bone, retained at St.-Denis, was in the fourteenth 
century set in a special reliquary, of which an engraving is included in FHibien’s 

> It is evident that the bulk of this passage is copied from a much older inventory, the passage 
about the changes made in 1610 alone referring to later conditions. It will be obser\'ed that the 
passage in the 1505 inventory is an inaccurate abbreviation of the original as embodied in the 
inventory of 1634. 

* Felibien, p. 247. This was a way they had in those days. Our Henry V’s body was likewise 
dismembered and boiled, and only the bones and, I believe, the heart brought to Westminster Abbey. 
So at least Felibien states. 


THE ABBEY OF SAINT-DENIS 


] 12 

plates (F. pi. iii c). Later on at different times other fragments of St. Louis’s 
bones were parted with as gifts or in exchange. 

In 1368 Charles V gave money to cover the chasse of St. Louis with gold, 
so that obviously it cannot have been of gold to start with. Apparently what 
was done, however, was to begin making an entirely new gold chasse. This, 
according to the inventory of 1634, was made by Juivre Vogette and was not 
finished until 1392, when Charles VI brought it to St.-Denis and saw the relics 
moved into it.' At the same time the Dukes of Berry, Burgundy, and Touraine 
gave the jewels they were wearing to be fastened on to the chasse, whilst the 
king also gave 1,000 francs to pay for making the tabernacle above described. 

The gold chasse only lasted twenty-five years. In 1418, in the evil days of 
the English w'ars, the gold was melted down and made into coin for the needs 
of the government, and the relics remained in the iron-bound box. The fort 
cadiique condition of this box in 1505 has been noted above. Finally Cardinal 
de Bourbon, who was Abbot of St.-Denis (1529-57), had a new silver-gilt chasse 
made in 1557 which, after being restored in 1657, lasted till the Revolution and 
is engraved by FHibien (pi. v a). This chasse stood (I suppose after the choir- 
rearrangement in 1610) on a pillar of wood with a copper base behind the High 
altar. But in 1633 the royal commissioners thought that ‘this position was not 
decent ’, so they had the chass'e removed into the Treasury, till a more honourable 
place should be prepared. It seems, however, thenceforward to have remained 
in the Treasury. It was there at all events in 1739. 

The alterations in the church, made in preparation for the coronation of 
Marie de M^dicis, changed the whole aspect of the Maitre Autel and all that 
lay eastward of it. Unfortunately Viollet-le-Duc reconstructed the interior as 
thus changed, not as originally planned by Suger and represented in our picture. 
The best succinct account of what was done in 1610 is given by Millet (p. 71), who 
relates how the Matutinal altar ‘fut demoly et transportc au lieu ou il est main- 
tenant, servant de grand autel, car le grand autel qui estoit pour lors fut aussi 
demoly et n’a point estd restably depuis; mais les mat^riaux d’iceluy, qui estoient 
de marbre, ont estd employez en la fabrique du bel autel des corps saincts, qui 
est au chevet. Fut aussi ostee la closture de fer qui fermoit le choeur par en 
haut, et le separoit d'avec cette grande place, qui est soubs le milieu de la grande 
crois^e entre le maistre autel et le mesme choeur, dans laquelle on voit tant de 
sepultures de Rois anciennes et modernes ’. New stone stairs were also made on 
either side of the Maitre Autel by which to ascend to the chevet. 

It is the church thus altered that is represented on F^libien’s plan, and was 
reconstructed by Viollet-le-Duc. It is not difficult to imagine how injurious all 
these changes must have been to the old church; but they pleased the people 
‘ F., p. 306. He gives the date 1393, but the MS. inventory says 1392. 
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who made them. Marie de Medicis was majestically crowned before the new 
High altar on May 13, 1610. The herald mounted to the gallery of the Jube, 
cried aloud '■largesse!' and cast down numbers of silver medals, with the likeness 
of the queen on one side and on the other a crown and emblems, whilst gold 
pieces were distributed among the courtiers and ambassadors. Great prepara¬ 
tions had been made, and decorations set up for the triumphal entry of the king 
and queen into Paris. But before this could happen all the glory and rejoicings 
were turned into sadness by the murder of Henri IV on the day after his queen’s 
coronation. His body in due course was brought to St.-Denis, and there lay till 
it and the bodies of all the kings were torn from their graves by the mad Revo¬ 
lutionary mob, who likewise destroyed every destructible feature of the great 
church, so that for years it lay abandoned like a ruin and open to the sky. The 
history of its restoration can be read in the admirable handbook by MM. Paul 
Vitry and Gaston Bri^re, entitled LEglise abbatialc de Saint-Denis et ses Toni- 
beanx (Paris, 1908). 

The inventory of 1634 (f 260' et seq.) enables us, with the help of other 
authorities and of our picture, to form an accurate idea of the arrangements that 
existed behind the Maitre Autel prior to 1610, and they are very important for 
a proper understanding of our subject. All authorities make frequent reference 
to a vault existing behind the Maitre Autel and under the pavement in front of 
the altar of Saint-Denis or of the relics.' Doublet (p. ii^) in describing the 
tomb of Dagobert writes: ‘ Son corps gist sous le Maistre Autel, qui est d6s lors 
du premier bastiment de TEglise de Sainct Denys, avec le caveau des Saincts 
Martyrs, vis h vis d’iceluy, ou reposoient leurs saincts et sacrez corps.’ Else¬ 
where (p. 250) he describes it as ‘ I’ancien caveau ou le Roy Dagobert avoit mis 
iceux corps saincts’.* He also tells us (p. 252) that when Suger had made his 
great crucifix of gold he set it up ‘au lieu et endroit ou avoient repose les corps 
de S. Denys et de ses compagnons par longues annees, afin que la memoire n’en 
fust perdue, et que Ton honorast tousjours ce sainct lieu’.^ Penally (p. 286) 


* Thus Inv. 1634, f. 260'’, begins the paragraph corresponding to Item 193 in the printed Inv. 1505 
thus: ‘ Soubs une voulte ayant entree derriere ledict grant autel, ung crucifix,’ etc. Inv. 1634, f. 261' 
(corresponding to Item 195, Inv. 1505), says : ‘ Dessus la dicte voulte dessus le pavement devant I’autel 
des corps saints . . . au dessus de la porte de la dicte voulte un pilier,’ etc., i. e. the great cross of Suger. 
Again, Inv. 1634, f. 267'', continues ‘ au dessus de la voulte devant declaree ’, the altar of St. Denis (which 
Inv. 1505 omits), so that the vault was under the altar of St. Denis and therefore under the chevet. 

* On the history of the burying-place of St. Denis, and on the chasse or tomb made for his bones 
by St. Eloy, see G. Bapst in Revue archeoL, viii (1886), p. 306. 

“ Rigord, a monk of St.-Denis, in his biography of Philip Augustus, refers to the raising of the 
bones of St. Denis on the 9th of June, 1053, before which time they had lain ‘ reclusa in alia cryptula 
auro et gemmis extrinsecus decorata in qua duabus seris etiam Christi Domini clavus et corona simul 
asservabantur’. See Mabillon, Ann. ord. S. Bcned., iv, Paris, 1707, p. 53a It has, however, been 


11*1 THE ABBEY OF SAINT-DENIS 

Doublet, in reference lo the crucifix that spoke to Dagobert, s;iv;i that Sugcr 
set it up on * la cave l)as.se et Chapclle dc S. Dcmclrc martyr, derriere le Maistre 
Alltel, ou autresfois avoienl rejx>s(> Ics corps dcs Saincts martyrs'. This is the 
only mention 1 have anywhere found of a chapel of St. Demetriu.s. Fcdibicn 
.says nolliing about it, and hi.s plan affords no assistance. 

I he inventory ol 1505 (iii). 103) likewise dcscrilxs the Talking Crncifix ;is 
being in a vault ‘dcrriiirc Icdict grant autel and indicates (no. 194) an armoire 
a.s up against the door of the said vault, outside it on the left (‘joygnant Thud’s de 
ladictc voute ('ost<^ senestre par dehors’). Finally,over the portal of the .same 
vault the inventories of 1505 and 1634 locate (nos. 195-8) the great cross of Suger. 

From all this it i.s clear, I think, that the vault so often referred to is no 
other than the exi.sting crypt under the chevet, in which arc the coffins of 
Ix)uis XVI, Marie Antoinette, and other royal personages That v'ault, at the 
time when our picture was painted, was entered by the door depicted in the 
middle of its west end and immediatel}^ behind the Maitre Autel. At present 
the entrance to it is at its south-west corner, immediately liehind the monument 
ot Dagobert. The only reason for hesitating to accept the evidence of the pic¬ 
ture on this point is that it does not ^how any trace ol the cross of .Suger, which 
must have been standing above the entrance when the picture was painted, and 
ought to appear in it. One must conclude that the artist simply left it out. ll 
he had known h<)v\ much that cro.ss would interest posterity he would have given 
himselt the needful extra trouble involved in depicting it. Clearly the front wall 
of the crypt under the chevet stood somewhat farther back, eastward, than now. 
1 he .ascent to it was made, not by steps corresponding in position to the prc.scnt 
.stone staircases, but by a .steep wooden stairca.se, which can be perceived in the 
picture leading up to a woixlen door in the wooden screen which enclosed the 
chevet along its west tronl. The siiid door admitted into a kind of wooden porch, 
and that to the chevet. Before leaving the picture wc may finally note how it 
shows the apse-waU.s, above the grciit arcade, to be hung with tapestries, the 
hanging ol the church w'ith such on the occasion of greal ceremonials being 
often mentioned in contemporary descriptions. 

I he inventories give detailed information, where the picture fails us, as to 
the arrangements on the uppt^r level within the chevet. Here was the altar 
(.'ailed ol Saint Denis, or ol the .M.irtyrs, or of the Relics. We do not know 
exactly where it .stood becau.se, in 1628, it was entirely reljuill, partly out of 
materials taken Irom the old Maitre Autel, and it was set up in a new position, 
at the extreme e.asl end of the ap.se, close against the arcade piers. Sugcr’s 
all.'ir, howe\'cr, stood well out away from these piers, for it had the tabernacle 

that the ahovc statement may be a later addition to support the aulliciiticity of ihe Nail and 
Ihurn relics. 
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cuverinpf the chiisscs of the marU rs behind it and the trreat ‘ Cuve dc porphyre 
which Dagolx?rt j:ravc, behind the tabernacle. The inventory of 1505 (no. 227) 
describes the chapel of St. Eustace as being on the left of the altar of St. DenLs. 
This chapel still exists; it is on the north side ot the mo.st westerly part of the 
chevet. The altar can scarcely have been level with that. Viollet-le*Duc set 
up his Autel des Reliques in the centre encircled by the apse, and this was 
no doubt aj)proximately the cx)rrect original |K)sition. His restoration of llu 
allar and the tabernacle behinfl it,‘ made in accordance with Doublet’s descri[> 
tion. is prais(;d by Labarte for it.s general form ;* but he adrls that the decorative 
details arc all incorrect, as is .shown l>y the minute de.scription of them given in 
the inventor)' ol 1634 (f. 267’). On the left side of tlie altar was an armoire, 
on the right side three arnioircs in a row, all containing treasures. In front of 
it was an eagle lectern and a coffer containing a chalkc and so forth for use at 
the altar. When the new altar was made in 1628 the ‘ Cuve dc porphvTc' was 
moved into the chapel of St. Hilaire. Before 1739 it was put into the chapel 
of Notre-Dame-la-Blanche. where it was used for the blessing of holy water 
on Eiister and Whitsun eves. In opt it was sent with the throne of Dagobert 
and other objects to the Cabinet dc-s MiMailles; and there it can .still be .seen 
on the ground floor ju.st facing a penson entering' from the street 

As nothing remain.s, eitlicr of the altar of St Denis, or of the rctablc given 
by Pepin, or of the tabernacle behind it and the chasses it contained, it is not 
necessajy for us to consider them here in detail.* Suffice it to say that the 
tabernacle was in the form of a building with central nave and lower aisles, 
containing chasses under the roofs, and the actual coffins of St Denis, St. Rusticus, 
and St Eleutherius in the basement beneath and extending in part also under 
the altar. The tabernacle and altir were constructed by Suger; the rctablc 
used was one that had been given by Pepin. The altar and reliquaries were 
consecrated with great ceremony in the presence of royalties, archbishops, 
bishops, and ail the hierarchies, and they existed in splendour to the joy of 
many generations till the evil days of the Huguenot wars. In 1567 the altar 
was dreadfully damaged, ‘ sacrilege, pilR ct desrolx^ says Doublet, only certain 
movable parts of the front of it having been taken aw'ay in time and hidden, 
But for that caution, he says, nothing would have been left. In 1627 it was 
decided to make a new altar and reliquary, in place of the old which was entirely 
taken away. The new altar was set up at the very’ end of the chevet against 
a wall, the three chasses being put into a niche contrived in the wall about six 
feet above the lloor and behind (he altar.* Of course this in turn was utterly 
destroyed in the Revolution. 

' Did, fir rArchilcdun:, T. ii, p. 25. * rids iin/iisfrir/s, * 1 '. i, p. 412 note. 

* The full description is in Doublet, pp- 24B, 289. * F., p. 447. 
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Fastened against the two most easterly piers in the chevet were two im¬ 
portant relics. One was the pastoral staff of St. Denis. The other was the 
Oriflamme. ‘Against a pillar in the corner, on the left side, a standard of 
“ cendal ’V very dilapidated, twisted round a staff covered with copper-gilt with 
a longish iron point at the top end, which the said monks say is the Oriflamme ’ 
(Inv. 1505, no. 201). 

The Oriflamme was, in fact, a red silk flag on a gilt staff; those were the 
essential colours according to Doublet, who wrote a chapter on it (p. 299). 
Guillaume Guyart, a poet of the thirteenth century, thus describes it: 

L’oriflamme est une banni6re 
Aucun poi plus forte que quimple, 

Dc cendal roujoyans et simple. 

Sans pourctraiture d’autre affaire. 

Fdlibien says that it had the form of an old-fashioned banner or gonfalon, 
with three points or tails ending in green tassels. Much has been written about 
this flag, but the central fact in connexion with it seems to be that it was the 
flag, not of the kings of France, but of St. Denis. A Merovingian king gave 
Le Vexin to the abbey. By the ninth century it had been enfeoffed to a family 
of counts, and the Count of the Vexin was called the premier vassal of St. Denis, 
and as such carried the flag of St. Denis. When the Vexin was reunited to the 
royal domain under Philip I, the king became a kind of honorary feudatory of 
St. Denis, and so thenceforward adopted the Oriflamme. It was customary for the 
king, before going to war, to come in state to the abbey and take the flag from the 
shrine of the Saints, to whom it was returned with equal ceremony when the 
war was over. Charlemagne was fabled to have borne it. Philip Augustus 
certainly took it in 1190. St. Louis fetched it away to both his crusades. King 
after king carried it to the wars. All through the fourteenth century they fought 
beneath it. Last of all, Charles VI, after flying it in the Civil wars, whereby 
it seems to have lost its luck, came to St.-Denis for it on the eve of Agincourt, 
at which battle the bearer of it was slain. On this occasion we read nothing 
of any ceremonial return of it to St.-Denis. Its prestige was gone. No king 
ever bore it to the wars again. The kings of France adopted a new flag, ‘la 
cornette blanche’, and the old magic banner passed into oblivion. The last 
mention of it is in the inventory of 1594.- 

With the contents of the ten chapels round the chevet, each of which con¬ 
tained in a chasse the body of a saint, and of the other chapels in different parts 
of the edifice we need not be concerned at any length. In Millet’s days (p. 81) 
the chasses remaining were two of copper (St. Hippolyte’s and one of an Inno- 

* F., p. 335. 


’ ‘ Cendal ’ was a silk fabric. 
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cent), the rest of wwd painted iind made by the (‘ardinal of Eormin<? lo 
replace tlie wrecks. Originally, he says Jiiaccuratcly, all were of silver-gilt 
except two, and some were enriched with many jewels, but the Huguenots in 
15^2 and 1567 robbed and de-stroyed them. The inventory of 1503 (nos. 227 and 
later) contains a li.st ol tlie treasures at that lime in the < hapels. 'Hiey include 
four silver-gilt and seven copper-gilt chasses, only one of the latter l)eing s<iid 
to be enamelled.ten reliquaries (some evidently vciy fine), nineteen silver chalices 
and patens, three precious statuettes of the Virgin, and various silver lamps, 
candelabra, ivory and other pyxes, crucifixes, altar frontals, and other object.s, 
beside several boxes of precious fragments fallen from chiisses, and the like. 
In the chapel of the Abbot were seven mitres, four fine pontificil rings, and three 
crosiers. Finally (no. 321), in the last chapel in the nave there was a wooden 
monument ‘and on it the figure of a man in armour, the whole very decayed 
and damaged, but once covered with copper-gilt, enamels, and jewels '— the 
finest and richest tomb in the church — and beneath it, on the pavement, a long 
cfiffer of wood, unnailed and open, containing the bones of Alphonse. Count of 
Ku, ‘fils de Jeluin de Basme, roy de jherusalem el enijiereur de C-onstantinoble' 
— evidently a Limoges monument resembling lhat of William de \’alence in 
Westminster Abbey. Of enamel work on such tombs splendid fragments remain 
at St.-Dcnis, from the tombs of the children of .St, i.oiiis.* 'I'hcsc tombs were 
originally set up in the choir of the abbey of Royaumont. but Iiavc been removed 
to St.-Dcnis in recent times. They arc examples of the best work of their day. 
It is evident that the Limoges enamellers were much employwl by St. Louis 
for ch.'isses and other fine objects given by him lo the abbey, none of which 
have .surv ived. Hie j)la<[ues from the tomli.s of his children may, however, lx; 
taken lo represent the kind of work of which they were t:omposcd. A small 
l .imogcs chasse, of copptrr enamelled and gilt, of thirtccnth-contury dale, pre- 
seiX'Cd in the (xalerie d’Apollon at the Louvre,‘ certainly belonged to St.-Dcnis, 
but 1 cannot identify it in the inventories. It may well enough have come from 
one of the chapels. *\nother existing Limoges chasse will be referred to later. 

1 laving thus britrlly con.-iidered the arrangement and contents of the abbey 
church ol St.-Dcnis in the days of its splendour, let us now turn our attention 
to some of the individual treasures, whether placed permanently in the church 
or generally kept in the Treasury* It will be convenient to treat them in their 
chronological order. The most ancient still existing object, which belonged to 
.St-Denis, is probably the broken fragnienl of an alabaster vase preseix’ed in 

’ See plates in V. le flue’s />/</. Ju MMlur, t. it, p. 

* Si'.c till* C:it:ilu;;ne of Orrcvn:rie, ‘.le-. in tlie Galnie d’Apitllort iit the Louvne by Monsieur 
J J. Marquet de V'aa&ctot, nu.64. 
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the Cabinet dcs M( 5 daillcs. It wjls .dready l)n.)Icen when eng^raved by FdMibicn,’ 
and a further fraijmcnt has parted company from it since. The vase was evi¬ 
dently Ej^yptian, perhaps of Saitc days <>i‘ even later, 11 had a slightly tapering 
l)()dy and .i flat shoulder with two handles, it Ls a portion of the upper part 
that remains w ith part.-' of the handles. Neck and base arc gone. It was fal)Ied 
to have been one of the \ essels used at Cana for the miracle of turning water 
into wine. Several so-called Cana va.ses still exist in ancient ecclesiastical 
trctisiines. There is one of nlal)astcr in Oucdlinburg Cathedral, a wedding 
jiresent to the Empress Iheophami. wife of Otto II. Its broken-ott handle is 
said to l>e pre^served as a relic at Cologne or Aix-Ia-Chapcllc. There is a por¬ 
phyry Cana vase in Santa Maria in Porurai Ravenna, and a porphyiy’fragment 
at 11 ildeslirini; one ol pottery is at Mittelzell in Reichenau. Best oi all is an 
ligvptlan vase of grey granite inscribed with the name of Artaxerxes in the 
IVcasuiy^ of Si. Mark at \'enice. This w'as not the only Cana vase at Venice, 
lor San Xiccolb of the Lirh) claimed to pos.scss one. There is yet another of 
alabaster in the Jewish gallery in the Louvre from Fort-Royal, and a porphyry 
e.xample with two masks in relief in Angers Museum ( from the cathedral), which 
King Rene brought from the convent of St. I’aul at Marseilles. 'I hese do not 
exhauNt the list, but they arc those I h.ive personally come in contact with. All 
are genuine anti<iues, and several are of hard stones, probably Egyptian in origin. 
I he ahba.sier examples are likewi.se ]>robably Egyptian.* 

It mighi have been suspected that the vase of Egyptian porpliyry, whicli 
Suger set so ^J)lendidly with the head and wings of an eagle (pi. X V'l I, lig. 2), would 
likewise be called a Cana Vcisc, but Suger himself .says nothing about it. The 
hard material and the (inish ot the workmanshij.) e.xcitcd his admiiation. ’I’liis 
vase in the (valeric d .Ajiollon at the l.ouvre always attracts attention. There is 
something compelling about it:> aspect and it has been admired from that da)' 
lr» ihii>. it is. however, the setting rather than the v;ise itsc'if that receives tlie 
^ jnviise. We could ca.sily make another such [jorphyry vase, but who now could 
design for it an eagle’s head and wings like Sugcr’s ? 

I lie great ‘Cuve ilc jiorjiliyreV now in the (*al)inei di^s Medaillcs, which 
Suger pla«'<*d behind the altar <if .St. Denis in the chevet his church, is evi¬ 
dently an .'mlique bath. Xo dnubl it was made in Alc.xandria in early imperial 
day's. .Some wealthy Roman w<* may- believe brought it to Gaul to furnish the 

* K, pi. i « ; I).. p. 34: M., p. iia. engraving shows it up.sulc <luwn. 

* for a list ol Jio-rallcrj Cana vasts tiiui remarks on Ihein see F. dc Mt:ly in '^/oninnatfs et 
;l////io//ie.v il'ioll, vol. X. The K.-iehciiau U int-mloncti tarty In llie tenth century, ami is the first 
to he rectiided. Mnity Caiin vases were inertly * Vas» dc ia Cone', i. e. Hyjrantinc chalices nisei ilicd 
with the formula Im the Iwnccliction of wine. According to the legend six va.scs were u.mu 1 for the 


niinifle. 

' Inv. 


‘,So5. no. 221 ; Inv. lf;3^, I. 3ijo: Inv. 1739. 00. 107, M., p. €4. 
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bath-room ol a stately palace. Thence it appears to have passed into the baptistry 
at Poitiers, where it was used as a font. St. Martin of Tours is said to have 
been baptized in it by St. Hilary. When Dagobert captured and looted Poitiers 
this was one of the fine things he carried away.’ He presented it to St- 
Denis and there five centuries later SuQ-er found it. Like all such mat 
porphyry basins it is of very simple form—the size and shape of a modern bath 
rounded at both ends. Except for two imitation round handles carved on the 
front, the visible parts of the bath are quite plain. The lip is conveniently 
moulded for comfort of entr}^, and that is all; but the workmanship is excellent 
and the preservation perfect. 


Fig. I. Sardonyx vase, called ‘ La coupe des Ptolemies ’. 

Far more important than the foregoing objects, which are rather of manu¬ 
facture than of art, is the splendid two-handled cantharus of agate, generally 
known as the ‘ Coupe des PtoLm^es ’, now one of the greatest treasures in the 
Cabinet des M6dailles (fig. i y It is engraved by Felibien on a large scale in the 
fine setting of gold and jewels with which Suger endowed it, but this was stolen 
and melted down in 1804, only the vase itself being recovered. The vase is so 

* Thomas Platter records having seen at St.-Denis in 1599 = ‘ une cuvette en jaspe dans laquelle 
le roi Dagobert se serait lave et qui sert maintenant pour I’eau benite; sur les bords ont ete sculptees 
des tetes de dieux pa'iens.’ I can find no other mention of this vessel. 

® Inv. 1505, no. 69; Inv. 1634, f. I69^• Inv. 1739, no. 70 ; D., p. 342 ; M., p. 109; F., pi. iii f and 
pi. vi. E. Babelon, Cat. des Camees, p. 201. 
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well known that we mav fli*al with it briefly. 1 lie surface is eovercfl with lij^urcs 
wrouc^ht in hij^h relief representinijf Bacchic scenes and emblems. Its date may 
be about the first or even the second century, a. d., but some think it 1 Icllcnistic. 
The datinj; of objt^cls of this class is uncertain, as few exist for compari.son. 
The Famese Ta/rza at Naples is the mo.st splendid, and is probably Alexandrian 
work of late Hellenistic date. 'The Gonzaga va.se at Brunswick is attributed to 
the age of .Augustus, The beautiful ewer of .St. Martin at St. Maurice d’Agaunc 
belongs to about the same period. All thc.se cameo-vases of sardonyx arc en¬ 
riched with figurc-rleconition. I'he I lamilton vase, now in the Wyndham-Cook 
collection, is another splendid example of such work in precious stone, but. 
except for two satyrs’ heads, it.s embellishment is of foliation. It is rJoubtfuIly 
called Hellenistic. The beautiful Waddesdon v.Lse in the British Museum is 
likewise deconite<l with foliation rut in cameo, but it is of later dale and has even 
l)een set down to the fourth century a.d . though, in my opinion, that is at least 
a century too late. The inscription on the fool of the ‘Coupe des PIoFuiuts 
addt^<l by Suger, .states that it was presented by Charles IH. who Itrcs been 
wrongly a.ssumed to be Charles the Simjde, Seeing that Suger bim.self in his 
own writings calls C’harles the Bald Charles 111 , and a.s Charles the Bald gave, 
many treasures of great value to St Denis, whereas Charles the .Simple is not 
otherwise known to have given any, it is pmctically certain tliat Charles the Bald 
was the donor.' I low he came by it we .shall probably never know, but wc may 
gue‘is that it had belonged previously to (’harlemagne. ()n the ocarsion of 
their coronation the queens of France, says Millet (p. i lo), 'prennent Tabliition 
en ce calico, apr^rs la .sainctc communion 

The golden sceptre/ caller! the sceptre of Dagobert, raises question.s no 
longer answerable. Doublet describes it in detail, and Felibien’s engniving 
helps us to picture it 1 le notes that .some antiquaries of his day thought it 
to have been a consular staff. On the top was a golden group of Ganymede 
carried by an eagle, each of whose wings was set with fourenieraUlsanrl a garnet 
surrounderl by eight pearls. This was planted on a globe held by a hand, with 
likewise a little bninch garnished with pearls, enamels, and coral. The hand was 
at the end of a golden rrxl, also enamelled and set with stones. Prol )abIy the 
summit group and perhaps other parts of this sceptre were antique, but it is 
unlikely that we shall ever know more about it. 

1 ’he bronze throne of Dagobert, on which the kings of France were crowned 
w;ls repaired and u.se(l for Na]>oleon and is still in existence—one of the most 


• Suger, referring to Charles the Ralil's tomb, writes: ' Karolus imperator tertius i|iij ddetn altar! 
subiacet gloriose sepultus ’, /or. at., p. aoa. 

* Inv. 1505. no, 87 ; Inv. 1654. f, 176'; In\’. T739 no. 32: F., pi. 11 q?: D, p. 368. 
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interesting pieces of furnitiirf; tlial h.ivi! rome. to us from antic|uity (j)l. V, fig.2).' 
St. Eloywas said to have made it,but Ihi.s is no longer believed. Sl.hloy did make 
two chairs for DagolxMl, as his eighlh-ccntury biographer cle;irly records, but 
they apj>ear to have Ix'cn a pair, and one of them was certainly ol gold and set 
with gems. 'There is no reason why the chair from .St.-l)eni.s in the Cabinet des 
Medailles must be one of these, though .Suger thought it was. Modem archaeo¬ 
logists are of opinion that it is more aneient, and that it is a Roman ( urulc 
Chair, of the folding X type, which maintained itself from the days of ancient 
Egypt down to the sixteenth century. On ivory diptychs ol the sixth century 
con.suls are seated in such chairs as this, which brings u.s down to a date not tar 
removed from Dagobert. Of course it origimilly had no back-piece and only 
the lower, narrow meml)er ot the arms. Suger adcle<l the upper moml.>ers with 
foliated scrolls and tht^ back-piece, all finely cast in bronze, and an autliorilaiive 
example of the kind of bronze casting that was done at St.-Denis In the twelfth 
century. As fi)r the rough clamps ami other coarse mends, they were the work 
of some common blacksmith. IxXching the thing together for Napoleons 
coronation. 

The famous bowl of Chnsroc-s 11 , Sassanian king of Persia (a.d. 590-628). i.s 
anotlier precious object so well known as to atll only for brief mention here 
(pi. VI). Charles the Fkild is said to have given it to St.-Dcnis. The bowl is of 
gold ; the medallions of crystal, and red and green coloured gkiss are set in it 
(i jour. The large central medallion is finely cut into a cameo of Chosrocs seated 
on his throne, and it is scarcely necessary to remark that, in the Middle Ages, 
this was believed to be a likeness of .Solomon in all liis ghiry.* 

Five relics were said to have belonged to St. t^enis himsclt—two staves, a 
ring, a chalice, and an inksUnd. ()f the two staves, we have seen that one was 
attached to a pillar in the chevet behind tlie altar of the Saint. This was the 
top end only ot his pcistoral staff, or, as Millet .say.s. Me crosson qui n que 
de bois. maintenant est couvert dor. enrichi d'dmaux et de pierreries, et de 48 
perles oricntales'. Fi'libicn's print shows it as a most peculiarly shaped, wide 
opened crook, witli a lleur-dc-lys stuck on at the end. 'I he decoration may not 
date from before the time of Suger, and the fleur-de-ly.s looks like a yet later 
addition. Dublin Mu.scum possesses several examples of the staves of Irish 

saints thus emlxdlishcd. , . 

The other .staff is called the walking-stick of St I )cnis.* 1 his wius (juite as 
elaborately mounted; it was inscribed ‘ Baculus Beati Dionysii Areopagitae 


* Sl Dtftiis it was also used iLitlv bv the celebrant at Moss at the High altar. 

« no. 76; Inv. t63.,. f. . 7 T;'lny. 76; D., p.34a; M., p. 128; F.. pi ivu. 
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Neither of these relics survives, and we can gather little from Felibien’s en¬ 
graving; but the splendidly mounted fragment of the staff of St. Peter in the 
cathedral of Limburg-on-the-Lahn is an existing example of the way such relics 
were treated towards the end of the tenth century.' 

As for St. Denis’s inkstand, we can do no more than reproduce the engraving 
fpl. VII, fig. i) of it inserted by B. de Montfaucon in his Palaeographia Graeca 
(Paris, 1708, p. 23), and add a translation" of the description with which he 
accompanied it. The object itself may have been at least as old as the fifth 
century of our era. 

In the treasury of the monastery of Saint-Denis in France there is an inkstand of the 
most remote antiquity, for the use, once upon a time, as they think, of Saint Denis, the 
first bishop of Paris. It is a tablet of ebony, of the shape and size here depicted. From the 
middle of the lowest, which is also the narrower part of the tablet, there stands out a case 
constructed with four holes for putting in four reed-pens; since the holes are bigger than 
would be necessary for putting in quill-pens. At the top, which is broader, the tablet is 
faced on both sides with silver-plate, about a thumb’s breadth, ornamented with birds and 
other figures. Likewise the top of the case is enclosed with a silver plate, where the four 
holes are. And in the same way the bottom of the case, which is narrower, is faced with a 
silver plate ornamented with figures. The fouredges of the case are held from top to bottom 
by four little plates of silver which are smaller and held on by silver nails, as you can see 
in the engraving. The lower part of the case is covered with blackish leather ornamented 
with designs. The vessel for the ink is of wood, likewise covered with blackish leather, 
and edged round the top with a silver plate, and it contains another vessel of bronze for re¬ 
ceiving the ink. The original lid of that has long ago perished; but the one now remain¬ 
ing, substituted several centuries ago, is different both in material and shape and is already 
worn away and damaged by age. On each side of the wooden tablet there are rings for 
passing a cord or strap through, by which the whole contrivance used to be hung up. On 
the upper part of the tablet in an unornamented round space there projects a movable ring 
of brass, made up of four semicircles, from which the ink-vessel is suspended. 

To this rather verbose description there is little to add. The engraving 
seems to be accurate, but it is possible that the decoration may have been refined 
by the engraver. The ornament at the top presents a singular resemblance to 
that of a gilt bronze brooch of which two examples exist in the Mayence Museum, 
one of them engraved with runes attributed to the fifth or sixth century. The 
clamps which hold the cord-rings closely resemble a strap-fastening from Char- 
nay, now in the Musde de Saint-Germain-en-Laye, which is probably of the 
fifth century, so that that may be the approximate date for ‘ L’escriptouere 
mons'. sainct Denis’ of the 1505 inventory." 

' E. Aus’m Weerth : Das Sie^eskrettz, etc. Bonn, 1866, with coloured plate. 

* For which I have to thank Prof. R. S. Conway, of Manchester University. 

" Inv. 1505, no. 52; Inv. 1634, f. 163'. According to the latter the silver mountings were gilt. 
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In theGalerie d’Apollon is a well-known paten(pl.VIII,fig. i)made of a disc of 
green serpentine set in a border of gold and gems.’ Eight golden dolphins were 
inlaid in the serpentine,whereof one had been already lost in 1634 another has 
tallen out since. The inventory of 1634 also notes the stones gone from the setting. 
Felibien falls into an error in grouping this paten with the chalice of Suger. All 
the earlier authorities clearly state that it belonged with the ‘ Coupe des Ptole¬ 
miesIt is always considered to have been of Carolingian date, yet I have no 
doubt but that it was, in fact, made in the East, perhaps at Byzantium, about 
the time of Justinian. The probability is that both the splendid agate chalice 
and this paten came together as gifts from some Eastern emperor to Charle¬ 
magne or some other king of the Franks. Such gifts were constantly coming 
from quite early days and are frequently recorded. The chalice most likely 
belonged to the imperial treasure, which by the sixth century retained almost 
a monopoly of such objects. Treasures of that kind, if carried off as loot by 
barbarian chieftains, soon met an untimely end by rough usage. Only in the 
ancient world were there hands deft enough to preserve them through such 
troublous times as the fifth to the ninth centuries. Probably it was to Charle¬ 
magne himself that both chalice and paten were sent, and Charles the Bald gave 
both together to the abbey of St.-Denis. The gold dolphins are a common 
Early Christian decorative feature, descending from an ancient Greek tradition. 
Constantine the Great gave a gold lamp to St. Peter s, which was adorned with 
figures of dolphins. A dolphin is engraved on the back of the top stone of the 
Ecrin de Charlemagne, the other side of which bears a Greek monogram. There 
is a Byzantine intaglio of a dolphin in the Cabinet des Medailles (no. 340), and 
instances might be multiplied. The border, moreover, is of early date. There 
are no pastes but only stones, and these are set in plain, closely-fitting box 
mounts. The heart-shaped designs are of Eastern form, similar to those on the 
little gold chalice of Gourdon in the Cabinet des Medailles, which was clearly 
made by an Eastern craftsman. The arrangement of the red cylindrical stones 
round the outer edge with a ring of gold between each is paralleled - in the 
Bowl of Chosroes and the golden fibula with three tails found at Nagy IMihaly 
in Hungary, now in the Hofmuseum at Vfienna, a fine example of East Roman 
work of about the fifth century (pi. VIII, fig. 2). The absence of all filigree and 
enamel, the plainness of the chatons, the strong design, the lack of exactness in 
symmetry — all these features point to a date as early as the sixth or even the 


* Inv. 1505, no. 69; Inv. 1634, f. 169''; Inv. 1739, no. 57 ; F., pi. iii u. 

^ The well-known gold plaque from Siberia, which is in the Hermitage and represents an eagle 
with displayed wings and raised tail, may have had rows of such stones along the tail where only the 
grooves and rings remain. It is attributed to about the third to fifth century a. d.— probably fifth. 
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fifth ccntiin’, anrl to the Eastern Empire as the place of nianufatlurc lor the 
St.-Denis paten.* 

'Phf earliest object of Merovini^ian make of which we receive a hint, unless 
the inkstand of St.-Denis l)e Western, is a gold spoon’ ‘of ancient fashion' 
pierced with many holc.s, and used as a strainer over a chalice. We have no 
rcprc.scnhition ol the spoon, but its recorded a.spect of antiejuity .suggests that 
it ma\ have Ixieu one of the perforatefl sj'Kxm.s which were not tincommonlv used 
by .Anglo-Saxons and Franks Ln the si.xth and sev'enth centuries lor some un¬ 
known j)urj)osc, and have been lound several limes in association with crystal 
ball.-i. One of silyci*, set with garnets, was found at Chatham,' others came from 
.Sarre, Bifron.s. SibcitswoUl, and Storlmarsh, all in Kent; and yet others from 
Crundale. Hunts., and Chcsscll Down, l.W. These are all of the .sixth century. 
Somewhat later is a tine silver example in Prag Museum from Svctcc’ Ger¬ 
man}’ has yielded one, and four were found in France (Dept. Aisne) by Moreau, 
whereof two are in the M ustk^ dc Saint-Germain. A spoon of this character might 
easily have beeai given to .St.-Denis in the time of Dagobert, and thus siimve<l 
down to the Kevolution. A perforated spoon of earlv date is figuretl by Rohault 
de Fleui^’. Two silver examj.les arc, or were, 'in the Barl)erini coUcction. 

1 hcoi)lnlus. in the eleventh century, de.scribes how such spoons should be made, 
and that is not the last of them. Hie St-Dcnis spoon, therefore, need not ncce.s- 
sanly go back to the lime of Dagobert. 

Chanicleristic works in precious metals of Dagoberts day are those which 
were attributed to .St. Floy and artists contemporary with him. It should be re- 
mcmbeicd that all through the dark ages, approximately from the sixth to the 
end ol the tenth centuries, (irfCivrcrie w.xs the Icmding art. As a rule, work in 
jewellery and the precious metals is a minor art, employing the hands of crafts¬ 
men of a rank siiborflinate to that of artists in architecture, sculpture, or paintintr. 
But at the lime with which we are dealing it was not so. Aivhitects, sculritoi^ 
and p.^tcr5 were the minor artists; goldsmiths were the great artists. Just iis 
the thirteenth century was the great age of arehile.cture. and the fifteenth and 
sixteenth ol painting, so the period from the seventh to the eleventh centurv was 
a great age ol Orfcyrorie. Some of the leading men of the day were goldsmiths, 

He wiis born aI>out 588 near I .imoges, and received hi.s training in the work¬ 
shop of Abhon, the local comer and goldsmith of that city. Having favoumbly 

' InvIt!7-“ If artlficci^ 

in\. no. 17,, iii\. 1634, f. 23,*; i„v. 

.yniia, p. a; Akcimann. |il. :^3. .ind I.(. // AV/,/, 

! A? examples that lulluw. 

La Aifsse, iv, pi. 339, but tins is not ol barbarian make. 
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impressed Clolaire 11 , he was appointed by him liead of his Mint, and was 
made 'I'reasurcr by Dagfohert. Like other studious or artistic persons of 
those days, he was impelled to seek a quiet life in a monastciy*, but he was dragp^ed 
forth intoaflfairs again in 640 and appointed bishop of Noyon. He was famed 
as a pretichcr. He mjide niissionar) journeys. Hcdiedinbbj. Whether living 
as an official, as a monk, as a bi.shop, or as a statesman, his main work and interest 
in life was the designing and making ol splendid works of< )rRvrcric—chasscs, 
allar-frontaL, tombs, chalices, and the like. |u.st as Rubens might perform the 
functions of a diplomatist, while remaining ahways and above everything a 
painter, so the Bishop of Noyon, while satisfactorily epi.sco])ating. remained 
es.sentially an artist, and. what is more, the greatest Western artist of his day. 
Dagobert, of course, had the chief claim on his sen iccs and gave to St.-Denis 
several works by the splendid minister-goldsmith. 

Principal amongst these by universal repute was the magnificent cross 
always known as ‘ the Cross of .St. Ploy ‘. Many descrijition.s ami one painting 
of it have conic down to us (pi. 11).' 1 )oublct says this cross was of the height ol a 
man. The inventory of 1739 stales that it was six feet high or thereabouts. In the 
midst of the cro.ss was an agate cameo, assuredly antique. At the bottom, under 
a glass, was a small enamelled rclicjuary containing a piece of the I rue Cross 
which may have re.sembled the early Byzantine Berestord-l lope reliquary in 
the Victoria and Albert Museum. There were numerous precious stones on it, 
anfl all the ground on the front and back of it was inlaiil with glass mosaic of 
various colours (like the chasse at .St.*Maurice tTAgiiune), as well a.s with pieces 
of mother-of-pearl. The metal of it was gold and .silver, except for a certain 
attached repoussee copper-gilt plaque with the images of St. Denis and two 
angels which wjts fastened at the foot of the b.ick of the cross. This cross was 
made to stand above the High altar, and there it was placed by Dagobert and 
left by Suger, who de.scribcs it as ‘ illam ammirabilcm sancti Eligii crucem 1 1 
was still there in 1505, according to the inventory, in which it is bric-lly described 
as ‘ une grant croix dor. Ics bordures d’argent,’ nommt'e la croix sainct Hloy 
and it is depicted in this position over the retable of Charles the Bald in the 
painting of the ‘ Mass of .Si. (}iles in the days of Doublet and Millet (seven¬ 
teenth century) the cross of St. Hloy had been moved and was over the place 

' Inv. 1505, no. 1H9: Inv. 1634, f. 2.^'; Inv. 1739. no. 100. A long dcscriplion is printed in 
Labarte, t i, p. 247. The carlie.si'mention of it is by the eiglult-ccntury auilior of the Gfsta Dagoberti, 
cited by l.al»aitc, who already records that Si Kloy was us maker, so that the attribution of it to him 
is much more than a mere tradition. 

* Possibly the silver bonier U the obviously Gothic .addition seen in the picture. 

* Inv. 1505, iu>. 15: • line grant croix d’or gamic dc pUisieurs pierres cl pcrlcs’, was the rather 

similar cross of Charlemagne. It was valued at 3,71^ licus 8 sols, the cross of St h’loy .nl 2,291 » 

so that the cros-s of Charlemagne was the more valuable of the two. 
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•where the Matutiniil altar had stooil. It wiis on a ^eal Ix^am [)ainled blue ajid 
dotlfd with gold llenrs-dtvlys which I )oiiblet siiys w'ils *aii l)oul dii Cluriur tiraiit 
vet's le maistre autel and w'hich Afillet describes as *cette longue pic*ce de l)ois 
azurcc ct scith^c de llcurs de lys qui traverse le chatiir par le bout dos cliaires 
in the invcntoiy ot 1739 it is stated to be standing ' on the grille ol' the choir 

The picture of the Mass of St. Giles, which now belongs to Mrs. Stewart 
Mackenzie, and was kindly lent by her to the Society for the meeting, enables 
us to fill out the written descTiptions of this cross. It is, however, surprising 
to find that the cross show n is ver\' far short of 6 ft. high or of the height 
of a man. We are forced to conclude that a stem, hidden behind the retable, 
accounted for a considerable fraction of tlie total. It will be olxserved that the 
cross is not actually on the top of the rctablc but just behind it, so that the 
existence^ ot such a stem is implied. In other respects the description and 
the picture are in fair agreement. In the middle of the cro.ssing is a kind 
of (luatrefoil medallion with a cameo head in the centre. The ground is evi¬ 
dently inlaid with flat stones, and the small white cruciform spaces may be 
filled with mother-of-pearl. At the foot is the little frame that contained the 
small cross inscribed ‘de cnice dni There are large jewels at intervals down 
the front, and there Is a siring of pearls set all round the inlaid field. 

St. Floy made a splendid tomb for St,-Denis and several chosses for the 
abbey, but these need not detain u.s, as there is too little known about them. A 
piece of his handiw^ork almost came down to our time. This w as a jade gondola 
which he mounted in gold and pastes. It wvls one of the small number of the 
treasures of St.-Denis that escaped the Revolution and was placed in w hat should 
have been the security of the Cabinet dcs Mcdailles. ’ But in 1804 robbers got 
at it and .some oilier precious objects, and it has never been seen since. 'I here 
is indeed in the Caldnel des M«’*dailles a jadc gondola (no. 37.-1) which claims to be 
this one, but is of altogether different form.' De Linas, by the help of l*Y‘libicn‘s 
(mgraving and the detailed description in the inventory^ of 1634. succeeded in 
making a rcrstoralion of it, which is here reproduced (pi. IX, fig. 1). It must 
be admitted to be rather dillicull to see in the reconstniction the great beauty 
W’hich beholders seem to have unitef .1 to find in the vase itself. It was set and 
rimmed with gold ami adorned with sapphires, garnets, plasmas, and seventy 
oriental pearls. The nature of the stone j»uzzled all the ohl writers, who <lid not 
know jadc, and this may have had something to do with its prestige. Fclibien 
seem.s to have been the first to call it jadc. Though made by Su Kloy, this 
gondola w’as not given to .St.-Denis by Dagobert in the seventh century, but by 
Sugcr in the twelfth, li had been part of the royal treasure till Louis le Gros 

* D., pp. 333; M., pp |o, 71 ; I*-, p 174 

* Babeion s Cat, i/ts Camni, no, 374. Sve He Linas, Saint hlot, p. 60. 


AnciiAMLuniA 


VoL. I-XVI Plate IX 



Fig- T, CondMlo nUrilnilcd lo Si, Kloy 



Fig. a. Nrtvettf in shape o| in eagle, with gnM itiownting*: repfuduetd. by poniuMitm, 
fruin OuilNift, /,»» Ittsuu* i/i4 (jttwu'i l\tn^ 

by Uu Sotirtj of jttiUquurift vf L>mhit, 1915 























AND ITS ANCIENT TREASURES 127 

pawned it. Ten years later he allowed Suger to redeem it and present it to 
St.-Denis.‘ Siiger describes it thus: ‘ Quod vas tarn pro pretiosi lapidis quali- 
tate quam integra sui cpiantitate mirificum, inclusorio sancti Eligii opere constat 
esse ornatum, quod omnium aurificum iudicio pretiosissimum aestimatun’ 

Little need be said about the silver-gilt reliquary of the shoulder of John 
Baptist, another of Dagobert’s gifts to St.-Denis.“ The engraving shows an 
obviously Gothic reliquary. All the authorities, however, refer to it as an 
ancient (Byzantine) casket which the Emperor Heraclius sent as a gift to 
Dagobert. The inventory of 1739 knows enough to describe the style of it as 
Gothic, and yet continues: ‘ledit reliquaire a ete donnd; a I’abbaye par le roy 
Dagobert.’ Millet leaves it doubtful whether it was the reliquary or only the 
relic that Heraclius sent. Thus we have no account of what the Byzantine 
reliquary was like, or when and why it was replaced by the one engraved. 

OnF^libien’s plates(i and ii,our pi. 111 ) there are representations of two eagles 
with spread wings set with gems. One is attached to the nail-reliquary, the other 
is an independent ornament and was believed to be the mantle-clasp ot Dagobert. 
The latter is frequently mentioned.® Doublet describes it as ‘ an eagle, very rich, 
of gold embellished with fine sapphires, rubies, and other jewels ’. I he inventory 
of 1739 specially mentions one big sapphire which Millet says was on the stomach 
of the bird and was one of the finest sapphires ever seen. As for the other eagle 
attached to the chasse, it may be the silver-gilt eagle set with stones of the 
inventory of 1505 (no. 38). Millet (p. 125) also refers to a silver-gilt eagle set 
with stones, ‘qui a aussi servy d’agraffe h quelque manteau royal’. Both eagles, he 
adds, were of about the size of a skylark. It is evident that these eagle-clasps are a 
later development of the same type as the two bronze-gilt brooches in the Cluny 
Museum from Valence d’Agen, and the similar gold brooch from Ravenna 
which belongs to the German Museum at Nuremberg." Authorities are divided 
in the attribution of them to Byzantine or Gothic craftsmen. It is evident, how¬ 
ever, that the type was admired by the rich men of the new peoples, Ostrogoths, 
Visigoths, and the rest, and that it continued to be made down to the days of 
Dagobert and perhaps even later. 

The last gift to St.-Denis of the time of Dagobert that calls for brief mention 
is the pair of bracelets that belonged to his queen Nanthilde. Doublet describes 
them (p. 245) as ‘ so rare and exquisite as not to be compared with any other ’. 
Suger attached one of them to the middle of the cross of Charlemagne and the 


* Inv. 1505, no. 74 ; Inv. 1634, f. 172'^; Inv. 1739, no. 87 bts ; F., p. 175 and pi. iv cc ; D., p. 344 ; 

M., p. 131. -. 

* Inv. 1505, no. 22; Inv. 1634, f. 14-p ; Inv. 1739, no.21; F.,pl.u E; D.,pp. 172,335 ; M.,p.94. 

’ Inv. 1505, no. 31; Inv. 1634, f. lyi' Inv. 17391 33 » I*pl- PP- ^ 73 > 34 ^ > P* 

* They are generally assigned to the fifth century. 
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other to the reliquary of the head of St. Denis. They had disappeared before 
the time of the earliest inventory. 

Another pair of bracelets of great value was given to St.-Denis by Pepin, 
the next royal donor with whom we have to concern ourselves. These had 
belonged to Waifar (Doublet calls him Gayfier), Duke of Aquitaine, with whom 
Pepin waged a war of life and death from 760 to 768. Aquitaine had enjoyed 
relative tranquillity for many years, so that the arts had been able to flourish 
there, notably in the city of Limoges, where .St. Eloy learnt his craft. In the 
last year of Pepin’s life, 768, he finally overthrew and slew Waifar after utterly 
devastating his whole country. Pepin took the splendid bracelets from him and 
caused them to be attached behind the High altar of St.-Denis on the front of 
the Martyrium, which we discussed at length above.* They were called, says 
Doublet, ‘les Pierres Gaifi^res’. Suger took them away from this place (when 
he moved the bodies of the saints) and fixed them over the arms of the crucifix 
on the great cross which he set up as aforesaid. Pepin’s other important gifts 
were the above-mentioned gold figures of SS. Peter and Paul on the porphyry 
columns, and a splendid square retable covered with gold and jewels, which 
Suger appears to have placed over the altar of .St.-Denis in the cheveD 

A number of precious objects said to have belonged to Charlemagne was 
included in the list of the treasures of .St.-Denis; they were not, however, gifts 
of the great Emperor, but were presented by Charles the Bald. Finest among 
them was the famous ‘ Escrin de Charlemagne ’, of which F'(^libien has preserved 
an unsatisfactory representation.® Fortunately a good, large-scale, coloured draw¬ 
ing of it exists in the Cabinet des Estampes(pl. X). It has been reproduced by 
Monsieur J. Guibert in the book above cited, where he shows that the drawing 
was made after the 30th of September, 1791, and shortly before the destruction of 
the 6crin in the public mint. In form it was a kind of upright scaffolding, shaped 
like the fa9ade of a church, and resembling in a general way the arcaded framing 
which decorates the pages of the Eusebian canons at the beginning of Carlo- 
vingian manuscript gospels. The inventory of 1505 says it was of silver-gilt; 
that of 1739 describes it as all of gold, covered with pearls and precious stones. 
In F^libien’s engraving it is shown with a Gothic base, an addition made in the 
time of Abbot Philippe de Villette (1363-1398), including a sort of long box with 
crystal windows to display the relics within. On the top of this box is a row 
of great jewels running all along the foot of the facade. The lower story of it 
is an arcading of four round arches, from the summit of each of which depends a 
crown, made of jewels strung together. Higher up is a second arcading with 

* D., pp. 289, 1202. 2 D., p. 289 ; Viollet-le-Duc, Did. Arch., ii, p. 23. 

® Inv. 1505, no. 4; Inv. 1634, f. 24": Inv. 1739, no. 67: D., p. 335 ; M., p. loi; F., pi. ivc. 


Archaeolocia 


VoL. LXVI Plate X 



THE ‘ESCRIN DE CHARLEMAGNE’ 

Reproduced, by permission, from Guibert, Les Dessins du Cabinet Petresc 


Published by the Society of Antiquaries of London, 1915 












































I 



I 


I 






AND ns ANCIENT TREASURES 129 

various pcmdenl devices in jewels; whilst within the pediment alwve ai*c yet 
more such devices. At the top of all is an antique gem surrounded by eight 
jewels; this is the small portion that still exists, from which alone we can gain 
some idea of the character of the whole work. It was enriched with an extra- 
ordinary multitude of precious stones, each being separately des<^ribed and 
valued in the inventor}* of 1634. 

The centre of the surviving top member is a very fine beryl or aquamarine 
with an intaglio portrait of Julia, daughter of Titus (fig. 2), one of the best glyptic 



rheto; uiranttv/t, Piuh. 

Kin. 1. Imaijljoiif JuIIh, Aiughtef of Tilw?; (Vnm thr ♦ Cscriit tic Cliarictnngnc 


portraits in the world, signed with tltc name of the artist, Euodos. It was set 
face downwards on a foil of gold which aiused the head to appear like a relief. 
It is not unlikely that lliis gem, which must have belonged to the Roman 
imperial trea.surc, was sent to Charlemagne a gift from the Byzantine court. 
A confirmation of this supposition is supplied by the uppermost of the sur¬ 
rounding jew'els, one side of which is engraved with n dolphin, the other witli 
a Byzantine monogram of the letters A M B X (fierhaps for Ay<a Mvn//> GtoD 
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\pti7Tov). But if the stones arc of Byzantine provenance, tiie settinj2f is Western. 
K.ach gem is held by a band of metal soldered within a stout ring of the same, 
and from the extremity of eiich sju ings a little metal stem and calvx' holding 
a fine oriental pearl, pinned through on to it. 'I'he workman.ship may be called 
rough, but is highly decorative, and implies for the whole 6crin a splendour 
of elTect which is not easily rc-crcatcd even by an instructed imagination. 

Among the treasures gathered together by Charlemagne and deposited by 
him at Aix-la-Chapelle were the following famous relics: part of the Crown of 
Thorns (including eight thorns), one holy nail, one piece of the cross, the 
sudarium of C'hrist. the swaddling clothes of Christ, the Virgin s shift, and the 
arm of St. Simeon. Charles the Bald is related, in the Descripfio above cited, 
to have given the first three and ‘ alia tpioque multa ’ to St.-Denis. 'I'he sudarium 
was deposited at Compi^gne. The gift of the nail and crown w;ls nxorded 
on his tomb. Holy nails are not uncommon relirs, but wliereas there .should 
not be more than four of them at mo.st, upward.s of thirty are still preserved at 
Monza, Rome, Venice, Nure.mberg, Prague, and so forth. They may have been 
multiplied, like the key relics of St. Peter’s chains, by being copied out of ordinary 
iron with a little fragment of some master-relic welded into them.* Constantine 
was said to have had two of the true nails. It was related that one of them 
was wrought into the bit for his horse and the other affixed to his helmet. Both 
Carpentras and Milan claim to ]K)ssess the former, while the latter is 5<aid to 
e.xi.st within the splendid crown at Monzii. Millet states that Charlemagne 
obtained his nail as a gift from Constantine V. At St.-Denis it had a chequered 
histor)\* What the original case that contained it was like is not recorded, but 
it may have been of the form of tlie beautiful tcnth-ccntury nail-reliquary .still 
preser\’ed in the cathedral at Tr6ves. It was at any rate small, for Charles VI 
(r, 1397) gave a bigger relicjuaiy^ in which, on a silver-gilt base, were gold figures 
of Charlemagne and .St. Louis holding the old reliquary, whilst other gold figures 
kneeling represented himself, his {jueen, and his eldest son. "Dus. however, 
did not survive the troublous limes, .so that in 1O42 a new one was made, and 
this it is that F 61 ibien’s print depicts. He likewise tells a capital story about 
how, in the year 1233, one day when relics were being venerated by the populace 
and the nail was held out to a poor w’oman to be kissed, it fell into her lap, imd 
she went off with it, feeling something heavy and hoping it was gold. .She 
hurried home and found only a bit of iron to which she attached no consccpience. 

‘ .According to Moliniur these pearl-seiting.s point to the fourtccnih-ccntury restoration, when the 
box was added at the foot 

* An admirable essay on nail relics Ls iiu'ludc<J In an .article by C. de I.inas in Le Btffroi. vol. iii 
11866-70), p. yi It contains sjieci.il reference to the St.-I Vnis luiil. 

• Inv. 1505. nos 21,203; Inv. 1634. ff, 143',291’; Inv. 1739,no. 3; F.,p.228, pl.iv n; M..p,86. 
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Mesanwhilc the loss ot the nail had been observed. The abbey doors were 
locked too late and every one was searched, ot course with no result. How the 
relic was recovered is too long a tale to set down here and must be sought in 
the pages of Fdibien. 

The third important treasure atSt.-Denis which belonged to Charlemagne 
wiis a famous cross, said to have come out of the emperor’s private chapel. 
There can be no doubt that it was the work of his day or even before, so that 
the tradition that assigns it to him is quite credible. It was one of the gifts of 
Chailes the Bald. Thi.s is not the cross of .St, Eloy above referred to and so 
carefully depicted over the High altar in the painting of the Mass of St. Giles. 
The inventory of 1534 minutely describes the cross of Charlemagne, and 
Felibien likewise gives an engmving of iL‘ The inventory of 1505 is very vague 
about it, but implies that then it wjis in the Treasury. I'hc manuscript inventory 
of 1634 is full of detail, and De Lin.is ciirefully studied it. Doublet describes it as 
adorned in the middle by a very fine oriental amethyst hollowed out within like 
a cup, and enriched with emeralds, sai>j)hires, garnets, and pearls, containing also 
many holy relics. He also .states that Charles the Bald had it set up between 
his tomb and the Matutinal altar, and that in the midst of it was fastened one 
of the bracelets of Queen Nanthildc, but here he is only citing the statement ot 
Suger himself.* The inventories inform us that this cross was 2| ft. high, and 
the arms 2; ft. in span; and they highly prize the amethyst, which is plainly seen 
a-s a large one in Fi;libien's engraving. De Linas cleverly shows that the ground 
of Charlemagne's cross was covered with green pastes and garnets set within 
circular metal cloisons, the green pastes being arcular and the garnets filling 
up the interstices between the circles. This appears to conform closely with 
what we see as the ground of the cross of .St. Eloy. \Vc must therefore con¬ 
clude that the cros.ses of Charlemagne and St. Eloy were work of the same school 
and perhaps even of about the same date. 

Charles the Bald was said to hav'c given another gold cross which Felibien 
aiused to be engraved.* The arrangement of the jewels on this cross resembles 
that on Charlemagne’s, but its four ends break out into large fleurs-de-lys, ami 
the whole lu'is a less convincingly early iispect. It was called the Cro.ss of 

' Inv. 1505, no. 15: Inv. 1634. f, 8/; Inv 1739. no. 66; I'., p. 174 and pi. iv n; D., pp. a-}5, 335; 
M., p. 88; I)c l.inas, .S 7 . /''/»/, p, 67. 

* Loc. rit,, p. 203: ‘ Cnicem etiani mirabilem quantitalis suae, quae supcrposiLi cst inter altare et 
tumulum ciusdem Karoli, in cuius medio i'aina relinuil contixuni nobiiissitniim monilc Nantildis rcginac 
uxuris Dagoberti regis ccclcsiae fundatoris, aliud vero in rrontem sancti Diunysti (tanicn huic minori 
nutluni acquipollcrc peritissiini artifices testantur) crigi fcciinus, maxtmc ob rcvcrentiain .saiictissimae 
boiac ferreae, quae, in carcerc Glaucini sacnai.<isiino c<illo l>cati Dionysii inneza, ciiltum ct venerationcni 
tain .1 nobis quam ab omnibus promeruit.’ 

* Inv. 1505. na 16; Inv. 1634. *• 93': Inv. 1739, no. iti. F., pi. ii n ; 1 )., p. 335; M., p. 88. 
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St Laurence, because the substance of it was made of two bars of Ihc gridiron 
r)f his martyrdom. At a late date it was chaiigird into a pi'oeessional cross by 
the addition of a socket of silver-gilt to lit it l(t a stall. It was decorated with 
cabochon sapphires, garnets (some hollowed out, others pointed), pearLs, and 
enamels. The |)resence of enamels .shows that this cross can .scarcely date from 
the time of Charles the Bald. 

The monks ofSt.-Donis believed lliem.selves to pos.scs:^ the royal insignia 
of Charlemagne, including a crown, sword, spurs, hand ot justice, and sceptre 
Modern critici* hav'c decided that all of these objects arc of later date, but I am 
inclined to doubt the attribution of partat any rate of the sword to as late a date 
a.s the twelfth ccntui*}* (plA\ fig. i). Doubtless it has Ijcen subjected in the process 
of time to many restorations and repairs. The blade may be, as is claimed,medie¬ 
val. and the grip modern, but the pommel finds no corresponding neighbours 
so far as I can discover amongst objects of the tw elfth century. It wms therefore 
with no little pleasure that I met with a diffen-nl interpretation of it given by 
Monsieur Dieulafoy in his /.V/r/ antique tte. la Perse (vol. v. p. 164). He calls 
attention to the pair of attached wing's and the ornament rising above them, and 
points out how they reproduce in their form, their di.sposition. their style, and 
their most minute details the emblematic w ings which surmount the tiani ol the 
latest .Sas.sanian king.s. 'i'hc central ornament is a mi.xed solar and lunar emblem. 
*l.a broderie, Ics cntrclacs form6s par Ic.s oiscaux, la forme, ct surtout la dis¬ 
position si particuliO^rc dcs ailcs. ct I’aspcct dc la garde cllc-mCme, accusent une 
filiation perse sassanidc incontestable.’ Me docs not think the actual w’orkman- 
.ship oriental, but holds that it was done in the West by some Western craftsman 
imitating a Sassanian original of about a. d. 640. With the pommel go necessarily 
the quillons, so that, if M. Dieulafoy is right, the sword in its original condition 
may have been made for or belonged to Charlemagne, and may be the sw'orrl 
named 'JoyeuseV us was reputed at St.-Denis, It should be added that the 
grip of the hilt was remade for the coronation of Napoleon, and the blade is 
asserted to be of the same modern date. A drawing in the Gagni^.re Collection 
shows the whole in its original state. The blue velvet and lleurs-de-lys were 
added to the scabbard in 1824 for Charles X’s coronation. The reset gems may 
have belonged to the original. The inventory of 1505 includes three other 
swords.* Of these, one wa.s said to have been carried by .St. Louis on his first 
Crusade; another belonged to Charles VII; the third had the name of Arch¬ 
bishop Turpin attached to it. None of them exists at the present day; neither 
docs the sword of Jeanne d‘Arc, which Doublet (p. 347) and Millet (p. 134) 
mention. 

‘ N’os. 111, 112, 113. I n 

* Inv. 1505, no. ni : Inv. 1739, no, 80; D., pp. 3+7, 371; M., p. 126: L, pi. iv r ; Calcric 
d'ApoIIon, Cat, no. 16 
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'I'hc lomaiiiing <>bj("ots at St.-Dcnis traditionally associated with Charle- 
niaj2^c were all of later dat<.*. 'I’luw included a set of ivory chessmen and chess¬ 
board, a crown, spurs, hand of justice, and sceptre. We shall deal with them 
later. It was not Charlcmajiync himself hut his grandson, Charles the Bald, who 
presented to St.-Denis the various treasures which may have belonged to the 
great Emperor. I le also gave the l.>owl of Chosroes. the * Coupe dcs Btoldm<ies 
and a so-called unicorn's horn. The tusk of the male nanvhal whale, or ‘sea- 
unicorn, generally figured among medieval relics as a unicorn’s. Such tirsks 
may be from 6 ft. to 10 ft. in length. The fabulous unicorn, however, was be¬ 
lieved to l.>e a native of India. It was depicted with the body of a horse, the tail 
of a lion, and a long stniight horn growing out of the mitldlc of the forehead. 
It was employed as an emblem of chastity. The Ixdief in the efficacy of these 
tusks as an antidote to poi.son lingered on into the seventeenth century, when 
one of them, brought home from .Spitzhergen in ifii s, was .sent out to India with 
the merchant fleet next year and offered for sale at a high price to Shah Jelian 
and others. But the scientific sjiirit was already abroad and they would not 
purchase it, because it failed to save the life of a poor fellow who was poisoned 
for the experiment! 1 he St.-Dcnis tusk was 6 ft. 7 in. long, and was fabled to 
have been sent to C harlemagne by ‘ Aaron, King of Persia about the year 807. 
We have seen alx)ve how it was fixefl over the Matutinal altar in the time 
of Suger.* Doublet states that in his day it was in the Chapel of-St. Loui.s. He 
writes a whole chapter (xliii) to disprove the statement of some sceptics that 
no such beast as a unicorn exists. It is full of entertainment. Incidentally he 
gives a list of unicorn relies known to him. St.-Denis likewise possessed 
some elephants’ teeth, the claw of a griffin, and other curiosities, regarded as 
semi-relics. 

Charles the Bald was also said to have given a cop|>er-giU lantern set with 
thirty-five crystals, which disappeared between 1503 and 1739.* In 1505 it is 
simply called a lantern. Doublet says it belonged to Malchus, that it was of a 
very* old-fashioned type, and that the light shone dimly through the ciysLals. 
lie obsen'cs that it shows the mark of St. Peter’s sword, Malchus having held 
up the lantern to defend himself, but tlie sword glanced ofi’ one of the cr\’’stals 
and took away his ear. Both he and Millet s«ay it was allied the lantern oi 
Judas. .At the Ashmolcan Museum at Oxford Ls a bronze lantern of about the 
twelfth century, set with twenty-five m^stals, which may give some idea of what 
the other was like. 

We cannot delay over most of Charles the Bald’s other recorded gifts—his 
crown, the rich altar-tabU», the horn of Roland, a great va.se of amber, a large 

’ Originally it wa.*? placed among the candles over the altar of the Trinity. 

* Inv. 1505. no. 209; D., pp. 330, 324; M., p. 134, 
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silver bowl plated with ^o\(\, seven silver lanipw (to bum in memory of certain 
relations and friends), an<l seven great silver candelabra beaiuse nothing ot 
special interest is recorded about them and tlnw have utterly vanished. Many 
of them may have btren of later date.* 

One great treasure, however, the great golden altar-frontal — unquestionably, 
I think, given to .St.-I )cnis by Charles the Bald, and utterly destroyed in the Re¬ 
volution —is, in ]^art at any rate, depicted with care in the iiaintingof the Mass of 
St. Giles, where it is seen as a rctable above the Maltre Aulel ( pi. X 1 ). 1 he small 
st'alc of the picture made it impo.ssiblc to depict every stone, so that the artist 
was constrained to some simplilication ol the great masses of jewels with which 
the gold plaques were set, and of which we can read the tale, stone by stone, in 
the inventorv of 1634, or in Doublet’s piiges.* The means thus placed at our 
disposal enable us to reconstitute the frontal with tolerable accuracy and even 
to feel something of its splendour and Iwiauty. When it was made it was by no 
means a unique gift to a church which a powerful king or wealthy bishop de¬ 
lighted to honour, 'fhe ninth-century gold altar-casing in the Cathedral ol 
St Ambro.se at Milan Ls the only surviving contcmporar>’ e.xample of this kind 
of work, but in the great days of Orfevreric Emropc had many such to show. 
In the nature of things few of them could sur\dve: still it is rather tantalizing 
to rememlx^r that the grandfathers of plenty ot people still living might have 
beheld thi--> frontal of C'harlcs the Bald, and yet Utal the only representation of 
it has to l)c .sought in the background of a small painting of the fifteenth century. 
I have seen it stated that the frontal was originally a triptych, and that it was 
made into the form in which we see it by .Suger. .Such was not the case. Suger 
left it in the main as he founcl it. .Some repair or addition may have been made 
to the original frame, but nothing more. 1 1 is likewise wrongly stated that Suger 
made a rctablc of it This was not so. 1 le continued to u.se it as a frontal, and 
added three other sides.* 

In 1505 it was used as a retable, and so it appears in the picture of the Ma.vs 
of St. Giles, to which we must now refer. We see that the face of it was an 
expanse of gold embossed with designs and figures, and richly set with gems. 
The main division is into three panels side by side, each surmounted l)y around 
arch supported on pilasters. There are wonderfid masses ol jewels in the span- 
drils Five-sixths of the central panel are visible and about two-thirrls of the 

* Sec D.. p. 1258, for a list of Charles ilir. Balil's reputed gifts to St.-Dcnis. 

* Inv. 1505, no. 188: Inv. 1634, f. 239'^ ; Inv. 1739, no. 103 ; D,, |». 330 ; l.flbarte, p. 369. 

* Siigcr,/«. f//., p, 196; ' Prjju'ipalc igitur Ixrati Dionysii altare, oui tnntiira anterior a Karolo 
Calvo imperatore tertio speciosa cl prcciosa habchatiir, <iuis eidein ad monasticum projHJsilum <il»laii 
fuimus, omatum iri acceleravitnus, et utrique lateri aurcas apponendo tabular, quarttim ••liam preciasio- 
retn, ut totiim circumquaqiu.* altare appareret aureum, attollcndocirciniicingi fcclmus.' The frame or 
l)ordcr ronuiining enamel must hav<' been added by Suger. 
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left, whilst only the top of the right appears above the head of the officiating 
priest. 

The central panel contains a figure of Christ enthroned, surrounded by a 
mandorla of a figure-of-eight shape, the upper lobe being much larger than the 
lo\ver. A similar mandorla is found on a fine ivory, once in the Odiot Collection 
and now in the Berlin Museum, which presents other features of agreement with 
our altar-piece, so that there is no doubt but that both came from the same 
school and were of about the same date. The ivory (Goldschmidt, no. 23) is 
assigned to the so-called Ada Group; that is to say, it belongs to the group of 
ivories that resemble a number of manuscripts made for Carlovingian emperors 
in some workshop maintained by them.' The Christ of the Berlin ivory is 
beardless, and is blessing after the Greek manner, a sufficient indication of where 
the influence came from that affected the carver. In the vacant space by either 
shoulder is a six-winged seraph, and the like is seen on the altar-piece outside 
the closer fitting mandorla. The central gold-repousse panel of the binding of 
St. Emmeran’s Gospels at Munich shows Christ in a similar mandorla surrounded 
by eight-rayed stars. The repousse plates in question probably belonged to the 
original binding of the manuscript when it was given by Charles the Bald in the 
first instance to St.-Denis, and they may even have been wrought at St.-Denis. 
The binding was redecorated at Ratisbon after Emperor Arnould had taken it 
away from St.-Denis and presented it to St. Emmeran’s Abbey.® A comparison 
should also be made with the central panel of the frontal of the golden altar in 
the church of St. Ambrose at Milan. 

The painting shows a rich setting of jewels, but it is only when we read the 
detailed description of the inventory that we realize the wealth of jewels actually 
employed, far more numerous than the painter could possibly reproduce on the 
scale of his work. Even at the risk of some prolixity it may be well to set down 
what is related about a small portion of the work. The cross in the hand of 
Christ was set with garnets, plasmas, amethysts, and pearls and with a fine 
ac|uamarine like an eye. There were twenty-eight garnets in the nimbus as 
well as three large sapphires, four plasmas, and sixteen very fine pearls; also on 
the cross of the nimbus were eight garnets, two plasmas, and two knobs set with 
garnets, also eighteen more pearls. The border of the robe was garnished with 

* Another, somewhat later, ivory of the same school, which is in the Victoria and Albert Museum 
(Graeven, no. 63), has a similar type of mandorla with symbols of the Evangelists in the corners like 
the Berlin ivory. Christ in a similar mandorla with Evangelists’ s3’mbols in the angles occupies one 
of the four corners of a Carlovingian ivory belonging to a binding now in Cluny Museum (Michel, fig. 
446). Here the ground of the mandorla is covered with six-rayed stars, much as the crosslets must have 
been dotted about on the retable. 

® See reproductions of the ivories and Munich binding with some notes on them by the present 
writer in the Burlington Magazine, March, 1915. 
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twenty-two garnets, thirteen plasmas, and thirteen pearls. The edge of the throne 
had twelve garnets, seventeen sapphires, nine plasmas, and twenty-nine pearls. 
On the binding of the book held in the left hand was a great jewel called a 
‘ strin ’ surrounded by twenty-four pearls, with four sapphires at the corners, four 
plasmas, two garnets, and the edges set with garnets. On the background 
around the figure were seven heart-shaped settings of garnets with two larger 
ones artlully shaped, also twelve crosslets of garnets with a pearl to each, and 
chalcedonies at each side of the hands. There were likewise an alpha and an 
omega, each of six plasmas, six garnets, and six pearls. The footstool con¬ 
tained one great and four smaller garnets, two sapphires, eighteen plasmas, and 
fifteen pearls. The mandorla held two hundred and three pearls, thirteen plasmas, 
and at the top of it a big hollowed aquamarine and a fine sapphire. Over this 
was a tablet with a similar aquamarine, surrounded by twenty-two large, rough 
pearls, sapphires in the four corners, seven plasmas, four garnets, and a fine 
engraved chrysolite gem, and so forth. It is hardly necessary to continue the 
enumeration, which, for the whole altar-piece, fills twenty-seven folio pages in 
the manuscript inventory. 

The two side panels resembled one another. The lower part was filled by 
an arcade of three round arches with a saint holding a book in his left hand 
under each. They had jewelled nimbi and there was a jewelled star over the 
head of each. There were also twenty-four jewelled crosslets on the background 
around them (a Carlovingian feature which can be paralleled from the ivory). 
Above these arches were two angels and between them a pendent crown adorned 
with three rows of pearls. The jewelled chains from which the crowns seemed 
to hang, like the crowns of Guarrazar, were held by a hand under the top of the 
great encompassing arch, and of course these great arches and the pilasters 
below them were likewise a mass of jewels. Enough has perhaps been said to 
give the reader some notion of the matchless splendour of this wonderful work, 
which the French Revolutionists broke up into its component parts of stones and 
gold.’ 

We shall probably never know the name of the artist who presided ov’^er 
the making of this wonderful work, but the question as to where it was made 
may not remain unanswerable. It was perhaps in the abbey of St. Denis 
itself. Labarte (p. 368) points out that a school of goldsmiths of high repute 
existed in Carlovingian days within the abbey. A letter of Abbot Loup de 
Ferri^res of the first half of the ninth century expresses his gratitude for the 
admission to this school of two of his young monks. Carlovingian goldsmiths, 
in fact, rivalled their contemporaries at Constantinople, so that the Patriarch of 

’ The golden altar-frontal in Clun}’ Museum, which the Emperor Heinrich II presented to Basle 
Cathedral, is a later development of the same arcaded type as the frontal of Charles the Bald. 
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Gnido* for instance, obtained precious pieces of work lor Ills church both from 
the Eastern cn|)ital and from Carlovingian workshops. 

A charmini^ fraj^mcnt of jewellery’ in the Calnnet dcts Mt^dailles tno. 23 t) 
was taken oft the reliquary of tlie liead ol Saint-Hilaire, made in 1606, where it 
was fastened below the neck in the middle of the orphrey of the collar ol the 
cope. Of course it came from some much earlier work, the nature of which is 
not recorded. It consists of a beautifully carved sardonyx cameo of Augustus, 
of the best Roman days, set in a wreiith ofjewels, .simply but most effectively held 
together (pi. XI I, fig. 1). 1 'he six large stones, l ubit^ alternating with sapphires, 
are separated by little group.s of irregularly shaped pearls, three in each group. 
The great stones ai c held by claws. Few pieces of ancient jeweller}' exceed this 
fragment in simple but very subtle charm. Every time I see it in the Cabinet 
<Ies Mrklaillcs it seems to me more beautiful than before, 'rhe setting has been 
so much tampered with that it is dilficult to date it. It may be as late as the 
thirteenth century. 

rhe tenth centur)' is the approximate date of a fine crystal ewer* prescr\^cd 
in the Louvre among the tr oasurc-s of Mussulman art to which it properly belongs 
(pi. XIII, fig. 2). Charles the Bald is said to have given it to St.-Denis, but it can 
scarcely have existed in his day. In the British Alu.seum is a cry.stal reliriuary 
siiid to have l>cIongcd to Charles the Bald, but that is absolutely plain work 
which might have been produce<l in the ninth century when Egyptian and Syrian 
craftsmen were perhaps ju.st beginning to tackle the dilficult problem of crystal¬ 
carving. The .St.-Denis ewer is the work of a practised workman of Fatimitc 
da\Ts. living probably in Cairo not earlier than the tenth centuiy', nor much later. 
It retains its gold lid and tlie chain attaching it to the handle. It is cut, handle 
and all, out of a single block of cry.stal. Three cr)'stal ewers of thistyj)e and 
date are knowa The second is in the Trcasuiy of .St. Mark at \'enice; the third 
in the Victoria and Albeit Museum. At Berlin is the cast of another which wa.s 
once at Cologne but is now lost. The date of all tliese ewers is about the tenth 
century and they came from one cenlre. The Venice example is securely dated 
between the years 975 and <>/». Its handle U surmounted by the figure of a 
recumbent ibex; anotlicr .^uch ibex has been partly broken off both from the 
Louvre and the London specimens. The Arabic inscription, which Milltt noticed, 
on the .St.-Dcni.s ewer, means ‘Peace ami cont(;nt to the donor*. Parroquets 
and foliation have been lalioriou.sly carx^ed with the wheel on the body of the 

‘ Probably liiv. 1505, no. 3.1: lnv. 1614, f. 153’; Inv. 1739, no. 17; D., p. 339, M., j>. 103; F., 
pi. ii A. |)p. 130,538. 

* F., pi. iv i;: l>., pi>. 342, 1258: M,. p. 126. Tlic entries in the inventory of 1505 arc tCK> vag\ie 
to admit of Ulcnlideation. Sec also < I. .Migeon, Manutl t€art muMt/tmni, p. 373 It was fabled to have 
come from Solomon’s temple. 
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jug in relief. No European artist could have made anything like it at the time 
or for some centuries after. 

The Louvre' possesses a magnificent gold Boite d’^vangeliaire (pi. XIV), 
which was in the Treasury of St.-Denis in Doublet’s time, who thus (p. 346) 
describes it: ‘ Un riche livre en parchemin, convert d’or a petits rameaux d’or 
a filets torts, avec plusieurs beaux esmaux d’applique, et images d’argent dore 
bien industrieiisement enlevees de demie bosse, entaillees dedans ledit esmail 
d’appliqiie. Ce livre enrichy de presmes d’esmeraudes, de saphirs, amatistes, 
grenats, cassidoines, agathes, aulnisses, et quantity de perles d’Escosse et 
d’Orient.’ The centre of the front is occupied by a repousse group of the Cruci¬ 
fixion surmounted by a round arch. The sides and spandrils of this arch are later 
restorations and include some of the Palermo enamel buttons, the like of which 
are on the sardonyx vase. In the corners of the cover are four splendid trans¬ 
lucent enamels of the emblems of the Evangelists. The rest of the area is covered 
with filigree, jewels, and eight pieces of enamel set like jewels but evidently not 
made for their present positions. This binding is usually described as French, 
but merely because no one knows where it was made. Other enamels of the 
.same character as those on this book-cover are the following: 

A book-cover in the treasury of Milan Cathedral. 

A book-cover in the library at Munich (Cim. 57). 

The cross of Velletri. 

Enamels on the St. Andrew reliquary at Treves. 

The Soltykoff cross in the Victoria and Albert Museum. 

A Portatile at Conques (eleventh century). 

All these w'orks are of late tenth- or early eleventh-century date. It is claimed 
that the enamels that adorn them were made in Lorraine, in Burgundy, in Italy, 
in France, as the case may be. The enamels are all similar, and, except for their 
subjects, resemble Byzantine work. The only possible conclusion seems to be 
that they were all made by itinerant Byzantine craftsmen, who had come West 
and were working for Western patrons and carrying out Western designs. There 
is no indication of the existence at this time of any settled atelier in western 
Europe where work of this kind was produced. It appears here and there 
sporadically, and was produced not at one centre but by one group of crafts¬ 
men, wherever any of them happened to be employed.® 

' Galerie d'Apollon, Cat. no. 13. 

* Other manuscripts and book-covers in the Bibliotheque Nationale which once belonged to 
St.-Denis are the following: 

fonds lat. 2630; St. Hilary on the Trinity. MS. of the seventh century. 

fonds lat. 256; Gospels. MS. of the seventh century. 

fonds lat. 7099; Terence. MS. of the ninth-tenth centuries. 

fonds lat. 2; The Bible of Charles the Bald. 

fonds lat. 9387; Gospels of the ninth century. Binding of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. 

fonds lat. 9436; Missal of the elev'enth century. Binding, one side eleventh-twelfth centuries, 
the other fifteenth century. 
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After Charles the Bald we have to wait a long time, till well into the twelfth 
century, before we hear of another royal donor of works of art to the abbey, and 
then the pair of gold candlesticks presented by Louis VI were so small a matter 
compared with the immense gifts of the great Suger, who in fact had them made 
respectable according to his ideas by the addition of jewels to them, that we need 
not delay over them but can turn at once to the work of the great Abbot-Minister 
himself He was elected Abbot of St.-Denis in 1122, and retained that office till 
his death in 1151, that is to say during the reigns of his masters Louis VI and 
Louis VII. With his great works as a builder we are not now concerned, nor 
with his influence on the artists of his day in the matter of the subjects treated 
by them, an influence recently emphasized by Professor E. M^le in a valuable 
article in the Revue de I'Art} What concerns us here is merely the group of 
works in the precious metals which Suger caused to be made and which he 
presented to St.-Denis. Fortunately he himself wrote an account of his doings, 
to which we have already more than once referred, so that the authenticity of 
what comes down from him admits of no question.® 

He relates that, when his rebuilding operations were completed, he took in 
hand the provision of ornaments for the church. He provided the new and 
splendid shrine for St. Denis in the chevet; he marked the saint’s old resting- 
place by erecting a high cross over the entrance to the crypt; he added gold 
sides and back to the High altar-frontal of Charles the Bald ; he had Louis VTs 
candelabra set with gems. Then he took the Matutinal altar in hand. He re¬ 
stored its porphyry table set with relics and jewels and equipped it with a cross, 
ciborium, etc. He remade Charles the Bald’s seven silver lamps to hang before 
it, and he likewise remade his seven silver candelabra. He set up the cross of 
Charlemagne near by. He remade the choir-stalls and restored the pulpitum, 
the eagle lectern, and Dagobert’s throne. He filled the windows with stained 
glass, much of which was soon copied at Chartres and elsewhere. Finally he 
presented for use in the church a series of magnificent vases to which we must 
presently refer in detail. 

Much of the above work has already received our attention, but a word must 
be said about the great cross which Suger set up over the entrance to the crypt. 
This has recently been made the subject of careful study by Prof. E. Male in the 
article in the Revue de I'ArR to which reference has already been made, and the 
reader is referred to it for much interesting detail. This cross on its pillar was 
about seven metres in height. The cross was covered with gold; the crucifix 


' February, 1914. 

® See GUtivres de Suger, ed. Lecoy de la Marche; Paris, 1867. 

* February, 1914, p. 93; D., p. 251; Inv. 1505, nos. 195 8; Inv. 1634, ff. 26^ 2.6']''. 
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fastened to it was of tjoU]. and tlic wounds were ru})it's. 'I lio pillar was square 
and covered on its foursides with enamelled copper j)laies. seventeen enamels on 
each face, viz. eij^ht pairs of types and antitypes and one larger subject. These 
enamels and the other parts of the work were made by (lodefroy dc Claire of 
Kuv in the Lower T.orrainc of those days, and his assistants, in all somctime.s 
five sometimrs seven in number. It occupied them for two years, and vva.s 
finished in the year 1147. At the ba-sc of the pillar were seated figures in the 
round of the four Fvangclists writing, with their emblems l)ehind them, whilst 
at the top of it, on the faces of the square (;aj)ilal, were four half-length figures 
of the elements. We cannot now behold any part of the original work, but there 
fortunately e.xi.sts an interesting replica of the ba.se and capital in the form of 
the foot of a cro.ss now in St. Omer Mu.seuin, which probably belonged to the 
abbey ofSt.-Rertin (pl.VT I, lig. 2). 'I his small reproduction, 30cm. in height was 
itself likewi.se made in the workshop of (iodefroy dc Claire. Its column, how¬ 
ever, is short, and only contains one enamel subject on each face. Suger's cross 
was destroyed in the religious troubles of the sixteenth centurj-. 

'I hi.s great cross of Suger was not the only one given by him to Sl.-Dcnts. 
Doublet mentions two others, of which note must be taken, though nothing of 
either survives. The first (p. 2S6) was erected on the choir-screen between figures 
of the \'irgin and St. John. This was of wood. It was the great Roo<l of the 
Church, I'hesecond (p. 28S) is more puzzling, because Doublet s*»ys that it stood 
in his day over the High altar, and that it was of gold and was the cross to which 
Suger's gold crucifix was attached, .so that he seems to imply that it wiis a part 
of the great cross made by Godefroy dc Claire. Millet (p. 40) again had the same 
idea. He says that in his day Suger’s cross ‘cst d-lcvcc sur le grand autel, au 
dessus dc la table d’or’, etc. But he was not quite satisfied about it, for he con¬ 
tinues. this cross, ‘although very bc-autifiil and all sown with jewels, is never¬ 
theless much diminished from its ancient splendour, and it seems that what one 
beholds now is only the back of this cross and that the gold crucifix was on the 
other face, which cnicifix, notwithstanding the anathemas of Pope Fugenius, was 
not spared during the troubles of the league* and so forth—a clear reference 
therefore to a sundvnl of part at any rate of .Suger’s great cros,s. The 
inventory ol 1739 (no. 101) is more particular, and slates that this gold cross, 
placed above the rctable of the 11 igh altar, was about 0 ft. high, and was adorned 
with many s;ip|)hirfs, jacinths, and garnets; further that it stood on a foot 
of gilt-l.wonze adorned with grapes and cars of com, from which protruded a 
kind ofero^s with leaves from which the ciborium depended. Inscriptions on 
this cro.ss .stated that it was given by Suger. This reference, however, to the 
suspended ciborium sets us on what is probably the right track. 

.Suger did in fact set up yet another cross behind the Matutinal altar, of 
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which ihe inventory’ of 1505 (no. 162)’ gives us a detailed, if rather puzzling, 
description. It wa.s a wooden cross covered with tliin gold and standing on a 
pommel of gill copper. It had a ‘ baston ’ of gilt copper and was adorned with 
jewels. It.stood on a .square column and included some figures and so forth. 
Nothing is said about the attachment of a crucifix to it Surely this must have 
l.)een the cross that was set over the new High altar in 1610 when the Matutinal 
altar was moved from its original position and made up to serve for the High 
altar. Doublet and Millet were wrong in believing that the cross they described 
ever formed part of Sugers great eros.s. which was utterly de^troyed at the 
time of the religious wars. This was one of Suger’s crosses, but not the 
great one. 

The High altar possessed the rich gold frontal of Charles the Bald, but its 
two end.s and hack were not adorned. Many of the wealthy churches of Europe 
at this lime<X)uld boast High altars completely enclosed in gold, like the famous 
altar still existing in .Sant'Ambrogio at Milan. Sugcr, ambitious that St.-Denis 
should rival in magnificence even .St. .Sophia at Constantinople, was not likely 
to be satisfied with a mere frontal of gold. He accordingly, as has already been 
stated above, provided for it two ends and n back of .similar magnificence, as he 
himself describes in the passage already quoted. ’I'hc back ditl not survive the 
troubles of the fourteenth century*, but, when the inventory of 1505 was made, 
Charles the Bald’s frontal was, as we have .seen, .still existing and used as a retable, 
while the two end panels of .Suger’s altar were now joined together and used as a 
frontal. If we could lift the brocaded frontal in the picture of the Mass of St.Giles 
we should see them, or at least the locked doors that enclosed them.* Each of 
lliese ends was covered with an embossed gold plate, evidently made to agree 
in design with the frontal of Charles the Bald. The design consisted of an ai*cade 
of three arches l^elow and a circular merlallion above each arch. The roundels 
contained the Annunciation, Visitation, and Nativity on one end and the Agnus 
Dei between two censing angels on the other. Under the arcades were the 
VTrgin and Child and two prophets on one end and .St. Denis and his two com¬ 
panions on the other with the figure of a king. The roundels and the arcades 
were set with jewels, and the whole was framed within a border of foliation, gems, 
and enamel. What a pity that tlie fifteenth-century painter di<l not show us some 
of this. 

We thus come in due sequence to the precious vessels given by .Siiger to 
St.-Denis, whereof a certain numlxjr still exist. They include two important 
chalices with paten.s, St. Eloy s gondola, Queen Eleanor’s vase, an agate ewer, 
some crystal vc.ssels, and the porphyry vase mounted as an eagle. We have 
already discussed SL Eloy’s gondola and need not return to it. Two beautiful 

‘ Inv. f. 22o\ * Inv. 1505, no. 187 j Inv, 16-^. f. 234'. 
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bottles, one of crystal, the other of ber>*l, are entrravcd by F<^libien (F.. ii i.), 
but are not known to exist. Perhaps they were amon^ the objects not describe<l 
in detail acquired by Sugcr froiTi Thibaud. Count of Blois, which he had oblainerl 
from Roger, King of Sicily, The ber) l vase was faceted all over into a multi¬ 
tude of shaip points, while the other had a design cut on the surface after the 
manner of the Fatimitc crjstal vases described above. A ‘tassc de voirre 
cristallin. faict par dehors poinctes', No. 77 in the inventory ot 1505, i.s stated 
in the inventor)' of 1634 (f. 175') to liavc been broken lo pieces by ‘ Oucen Mar)' 
of England' (i.e. Henrietta Maria) when she w^ls visiting theTreasur)*, but the 
pieces were saved.* 

Oucen Eleanor’s vase and the agate ewer both exist in tolerable preser¬ 
vation in the Louvre, (^ueen Eleanor’s vase.* the wedding present she gave to 
her first husband, Louis \’l I (it will l>e remembered that she afterwards married 
Henrv* II of England), is a very beautiful and unusual-looking object (pi. XV, 
fig. 2), Her grandfather had received the crystal bowl from one Miladoliis. who 
may have been an emir of Spain. It is phted all over with little hollows, like 
the surface of honeycomb. It may be antique or it may be Fatimite work of 
the tenth or eleventh ccntur)\ In any case it was Suger who had it so finely 
mounted and caused it to be thus inscribed : 


Hoc vas spons;i dedit Anor Rcgi Ludovico, 

Mitadolusavo, mihi Rex, Saiicll.squc Sugcnis. 

When cngra\'ed by Felibicn it still retained its cover. .Some details, no longer 
existing, c.an be sujqdied from the inventories, which state that the setting is of 
gold, jewels, and pearls, and spcx'ially mention two red jaspers * on one of 
which is engraved an idol, and on the other the head of a man'. These were 
doubtless antique gems. The blue enamel medallions with ficurs-de-Iys arc 
a late substitute for some lost jewels. 

Suger's ewer (pi. XIII, fig. 1), wliich is in the Louvre, was for holding the 
sacrarnental wine. It consists of an antique sardonv'x jug and handle cut out of 
one piece of stone and mounted for Sugcr. A rather similar, but unmounted 
antique jug, cidled the Va.se of Mithndates, is likewise in the Louvre, and there 
are others in the Venice treasury and elsewhere. The date of all of them is 
uncertain. Such precious vessels were made from Hellenistic times down, and 


' Henrietta Mana was married lo Charles 1 in 1625. 

* Inv. 1505, no. 75; Inv. 1634. f. 173^ Inv. 1739, no. F., pl.iv/; !>.. p. 3.,; M , p. 130; 
Labarte, //r/j wt/ns., 1, p. .^lo, |)l. 33 (coloured platej; Gaicne d’ApoIlon, Car no. 21. 


T63^. f. 148’': Inv. 1739. no. 69; V, pi, iv n ; D., p. ‘343 • 

Galcne d .\pollon, C^it no 19. 


M. 


p. I2g; 




ARt ItAUlLUblA 


VoL. I-XVI l'i.Arr XV 




K(({- 1 Si)vcr-K'll JrtAlueUc 'if Owr Lmly «i><J CIlllJ 


Fig. It. Oueun Elcatiari* vasr, mck rrj'stal onrt silvcf-giU 
(lit. CIM.> 


Piibltn/mi by l/ft .^oaHy of Anluiumtr* of Lotir/vn, iifis 




















AND ITS ANCIENT TREASURES 143 

continued to be made in Sassanian Persia and in Constantinople, hut few of 
them ha^'e any feature that ean give a chronological clue. The setting of 
Suger's ewer has an oriental aspect. It is of sil\'er-gilt. As Suger had the 
following couplet inscribed upon it: 

Dum libarc Deo gemmis debeinus et auro, 

I loc ego Sugcriiis ofTero vas Doiiiiiio, 

there can be little doubt tliat tlie mounting was actually done at St.-Denis, 

I’hc chalice of Suger (pi. X\T, fig. 1) is one of the tanhilizing trecisures which 
sur\fivcd the perils of llie Revolution only to fall a victim to robbers in 1S04. 
Marion de Mersan' states that it and two other objects of value were smuggled 
over to England within a phister bust of the Laocoon and sold to Mr. 'I'ownley, 
who Is supposed to have bequeathed it or them to the British Museum. 
Unfortunately the story .seems to be untrue, and the ol)ject5 in question have 
vanished. By great good luck, however, Suger’s ch.alicc attracted the attention 
of that remarkable antiquai*}' Pcirescof Aix-cn-Provcnce. lie had a careful 
coloured drawing (pi. XVT, fig. ij made of it in 1633, which still e.xists in the 
Cabinet dcs Estarapes and has been reproduced in fac'simile in Monsieur 
Guiberts book.= Fdibien, as above noted, made the mistake of associating 
with this chalice the early Byzantine paten already described. Suger was 
delighted with this cup and has left a description of it : he says that it was made 
f)f the same material :ls liis ewer ; ‘Comparavimus etiam praefati altaris officiis 
sardio et onice, <juo uno usque adeo sardii rubor a nigrcdinc onichini proprie- 
tatem variando di.scriminat, ut altera in alteram proprictatem usurparc inniti 
acstimetur.' * The agate cup was evidently made of a beautiful stone. It was 
fluted externally. The lip was framed in a broad silver-gilt rim carrying twelve 
large stones .separated from one another by pairs of pearls in a manner charac¬ 
teristic of all the settings made for Suger. The cup stood on a massive silver- 
gilt knob supported by a wide spreading base. Knob and lip were held together 
by two handles, round the outsitle of which pearls and jewels were set as in the 
case of several Byziintine chalices of about the same date preser\'ed in the 
Treasury of St. Mark at \^enice. Round the lowest part of the .stem is a series 
of medallions, five in number, 'garnis dc cinq demies images de demieliosse et 
entre iceux ronds six grenats (which the drawing omits), et au dessous de.sdil 5 
ronds ioignant cinq peridos ' (D.. p. 345). 

In order to give to the ‘Coupe des Ptolemies’ a form acceptable as a chalice, 
Suger had ;i stem and base made for it. I'hese were melterl down by the 

’ Hist. d» Cab. <ks AfrdaHUs, p. 166. * Lot- cti., i>l. iit, p. ‘J^. 

* Inv 1505, no. 71 ; Inv. 1634.f. 170* : Inv. 1739, no.57; D., pp. 247.345; M., p. 109; F.,pl.m r. 
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thieves of i8o_}. but F^libieirsengrax ingsanrl an independent drawifig presen’e 
a record of its character. Their general effect ir> similar though llie) disagree in 
details.’ The mounting was evitlently similar in style to others made for tlic 
same abbot. The following dedication w;is inscribed on the base: 

Hoc vas Christc tibi... inente diaivil 
Terlius in Francos... regmine Karlus. 

1 he clialice, pateti, and burettes which were said to have belonged to 
St. Denis himself have all disappeared, but Peiresc obtained a good coloured 
drawing of the chalice (pi, X\ 1 , fig.3), which Monsieur Guibert luis reproduced.* 
1 he chalice itself was sold by auction in Mc5isidor of the year VI and has not since 
been heard of. It is hardly likely that the cry.stal bov^ l and knob have cea.scd to 
exist I he former was evidently of Fatimite workmanship of the tenth or 
eleventh century. It was adorned with foliation cut no doubt with the wheel. 
The silver-gilt setting is clearly of .ibout the twelfth century and made in western 
Europe, but not by the St-Dcnis .artists. Broad bands of decorated silv'cr 
set with gems form lx>th the lip and the base of the actual bowl, and these arc 
united by four narrow bands of metal, apparently plain, and fii mly attached to 
them, but not hinged at the ends, as was the Byzantine fashion. The two handles 
arc similarly attached above and below, d'he decoration seems to have been 
more delicate than that clone by St-Dcnis workmen. Some cut stones are 
employed as well as numerous cabochons of various colours. 

I he Louvre jK)ssesses another cry.slal chalice, with a .stem and foot of the 
same substance, preserved among the U easures of Mussulman art. The foot has, 
carx'edon its surface, a sericsof bouquet ins evidently of Fatimite workmanship, 
whilst a simple arabesque design of cun’ed lines covering the bowl need not 
necessarily have lx.*en engraved in the Hast. Monsieur Migeon * attributes the 
foot to the tenth century, and the cup and mount uniting them to an unesti- 
mated liter date. He also says that this chalice belonged to St-Dcnis. but 
as he appears to have confused itwithyucen Eleanors vase this statement may 
be an error. I cannot (dsewhere find any record of this chalice among Sl.-Denis 
treasures. 

Reference has alrc.idy been made to the pi>rphyry vase mounted in silver- 
gilt as an eagle ( pi. X \' 11, fig. 2).* The mount is a work of genius and si>eaks for 
itself It bears an inscription in raised letters round the neck of the vase: 

* R. dc Floury lla AfrsM, W, pi. ^96) aiicitipted to lurmonue them. 

* Loc. ci/., pi. vii. p. 27. Inv. 1505. no. (ru ; Inv. 1 tee/; Inv. 1739. no, ^8; D.. p. 346; M. 

P 99 ; pi- 111 s. . • 

* Mitniul H’art mmulmnu, ii, p. 373, fig. 323, 

* Inv. 1505. no 28: Inv. 1%), f. 149'; Inv 1739, no. 89; D.. p. ^3; M., p. 129; F., pi. |v ice. 



AftriurotoorA 


Vut. LXVT Pi-WK XVI 



I’ig. t. The Chnticr of Abbot Sugcr 



Hg. a. Agate phial Kg-3> Chalive: called Mhc Cimlice of Sl Dent*' 

Rcproducctl. by pcrniiuinn. frant Guib^rt, Lf* Ju Ct*(n'itrt Parrjc 


t'iM'.yM i»ji tth Sontty of AHhquanfn of Ijuntk^n^ r 9 i 5 





































AND ITS ANCIENT TKE.-VSUEHS 


«45 


IiidudI gemmis lapis istc mcrctur ct auro; 

Mariiior emt, sttd in his marmorc cnrior est. 

The supports on which it stands arc formed by the tail and two feet of the bird, 
each of the latter grasping a round-topped lump. Similar supports of bird.s’ 
feet and tails are <lepicted, as Monsieur Guibcit has pointed out,' beneath another 
object depicted in a coloured dniwing in the Pcirese collection (pi. IX, fig. 2), 
where .Suger s eagle ;ilso finds place. It is impossible not to conclude that both 
mounts were made by Sugcr's goldsmiths. 'I'his lost object ^eems to have been an 
antique vase cut out of agate or some other precious substance. 11 is rather low 
and wide in form, having a bird’.s head at each end, one with a ring in its bealc, 
and with a lion s head carved in relict on the middle of one side. Pcircse's artist, 
Daniel Kabcl, must have come across it somewhere and drawn it for his em¬ 
ployer, but no record of it has been lound. Even if it was not the property of 
St-Dcnis it was probably mounted in the abbey workshop in Suger’s time. 

The invaluable Peircsc-has likewise preserved for us the likeness of yet 
another beautiful little object which pjissed from centuries of repose in the 
Treasur}^ of St.-Denis to the fatal auction of ‘ Messidor an VI’, and has not 
since been recorded, though it also c;m scarcely have passed out of e.xistence. It 
is a slender agate phial, to which has been added a delicate rim and a gracefully 
proportioned foot, both in silver-gill and set with little stones. The setting is not 
in the style of Suger's goldsmiths, but appears to he of thiitccnth-century date, 
so far as the drawing enables the formation of an opinion (pi. XV'l, fig. 2). 

The ceremony of the coronation of the kings of France took place at Reims; 
the custody of the coronation insignia l)elonged to the nlibey of .St.-Denis and 
wa.s a privilege jealously prized." These included the crown, sceptre, hand of 
justice, sword, spurs, camisole, mantle and clasp, tunic, dalmatic, and shoes. Of 
course tliis privilege was a custom of slow’ growth. It seems to have begun 
with the deposit of the crown only. The oldest crown that the abbey claimed 
to possess w'as Charlemagne’s, which is described as a closed imperial crown. 
This, of course, was merely a legendary attribution. A considerable number of 
early crowns still exist, most of them belonging to the wonderful find of V^isi- 
gothic a’owns at Cuarrazar, one lacing at ^Iadr^d and the others in the Cluny 
Mu.scum. These crowns had evidently been dedicated in a church. If some of 
them were merely votive crowns, others aiipear to have been made for use; but 
all alike were adapted for suspension over altars. .Mimza still retain.s the crown 
given by Theodelinde, whilst the crown of Agilulf was only melted down in 
Paris in 1804 and we possess an engraving of it. There is also the nintli-cenlur)^ 

* LtK.. p. 52, pi. X. xi. 

* Guibert, id. cit. pi. viii : K,. pi. iii ; Inv. 1505. no. 70; Inv. ifr«, f. 170’; Inv. 1739, no. 53. 

Doublet, p. 366. 
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so-called Iron crown at Monza, which may give us some idea of what Charle¬ 
magne’s crown may have been like. The Iron crown probably belonged to 
Berengar and was made to be worn. It consists of six curved gold plates 
hinged together, and the only use of the hinging must have been to enable the 
circlet to fit a human head. The iron ring is, I think, obviously an addition, 
made to hold the plates rigidly in a circular form when the crown was dedicated 
to be hung over an altar and no longer needed to be flexible. The gold crown, 
in fact, was the original thing and the iron ring was a purely subordinate feature 
added later for practical purposes. It was only afterwards that the idea occurred 
to some genius, who observed the iron ring and not the necessity for it, that the 
gold and jewelled crown was a mere decoration and setting for the iron ring, 
which therefore he concluded must have been an exceedingly precious relic, 
ergo one of the crucifixion nails. A little consideration will show that if the 
iron ring had been the original feature, no one would have made a decoration 
for it out of hinged plates, for the hinges would have been both a useless and 
ev^en a troublesome feature. Nothing, in fact, is less like a decorative addition 
to a ring of iron than these gold and jewelled plates, which obvdously were 
intended for no such purpose. The iron ring exists to support them, not they 
to decorate it. 


The Escrin de Charlemagne ’ shows a number of jewelled representations 
of pendant crowns as one of its decorativ^e features. Other pendant crowns are 
shov n on the altar-frontal of Charles the Bald, and they are a very common 
contemporary decorative feature in Carlovingian and earlier manuscript 
illustrations and other works of art. From these and many other statements 
derived from ancient documents we can conclude that the dedication of royal 
crowns in churches was customary from a very early time, and as St.-Denis was 
closely connected with the kings of France from the time of Dagobert onward 
it IS not surprising that the abbey should have received the custody of the crowns 
01 many kings till the custom grew to be a right. 

1 he golden tenth-century statue of St. E'oy at Conques wears a fine jewelled 
crown divided into many segments and obviously representing a hinged band. 
It IS, moreover, closed above by four wide ribs with a fleur-de-lys between each 
pair but we cannot safely argue from this that contemporary royal crowns in 
western Europe were of that form. In any case it differs widely from the 

Four notable jewelled crowns of the eleventh century still exist; the imperial 
crown of Conrad II at Vienna, a crown of the Empress Gisela on the head of 
a Essen the Empress Kunigunde’s crown at Munich, and a gold crown 

To m reliquary at Hildesheim. The imperial crown of 

Conrad (later fabled to have been Charlemagne’s) is arched over from front to 
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back with a fine decorated piece which springs from a splendid vertical cross 
over the brow. The wide circlet of the crown is of eight hinged plates. The 
Gisela crown is surmounted by four fleurs-de-lys, and the circlet is in one piece. 
The crown of St. Kunigunde is of four segments, which may once have been 
hinged but are now rigid. The crown of St. Oswald, which, like that of the 
Essen virgin, may have been made from the first to be used on the reliquary 
only, is likewise rigid, but the design of it naturally falls within eight segments. 
Thus in the eleventh century we meet with crowns approximating in form to 
those of St.-Denis. The crowns worn by the figures of kings on the twelfth- 
century chasse of Charlemagne in the cathedral of Aix-la-Chapelle closely 
re.semble the Gisela crown at Essen, and their design shows memory of hinges, 
whilst the crown worn by the image of Charlemagne is closed above by four 
slender ribs surmounted by a little cross but no orb. I conclude therefore that 
the oldest of the St.-Denis crowns is not likely to have been made long, if at all, 
before the twelfth century. I have avoided adding the evidence of miniatures 
because we can seldom be sure whether a painter is recording fact or fancy. 

F^libien states (p. 275) that, at least down to the fourteenth century, it re¬ 
mained the custom at St. Denis to suspend the crowns before the altar on solemn 
feast-days. It is curious that Suger makes no reference to this usage, but he may 
have taken it as a matter of course.* For each of the later kings of France two 
crowns were made, one of gold, the other of silver-gilt, but the usages connected 
with these do not fall within the scope of my present subject, nor do those con¬ 
nected with funeral crowns, of which St.-Denis seems to have received a 
considerable number. 

For the reasons given above, and notwithstanding all traditions to the con¬ 
trary, it is safe to assert that none of the seven crowns recorded in the inventory 
of 1505 as in the custody of the abbey ^ was of earlier date than the twelfth cen¬ 
tury, perhaps none earlier than the thirteenth. Only three of them were im¬ 
portant. The fuller inventor}^ of 1634 names them. They were the crown of 
Charlemagne (no. i), the crown of St. Louis (no. 2), and La Sainte Couronne 
(no. 205). The first and second are summarily depicted in the engravings in 
Felibien, whilst the third appears on the head of the Emperor in the picture of 
the Mass of St. Giles.* This third crown. La Sainte Couronne, had ceased to exist 

* On crowns for suspension, see references in the index of Labarte’s Arts industriets. 

» Nos. I, 2, 92, 93, 104, 129, and 205. 

“ The crown of Charlemagne: Inv. 1505, no. i; Inv. 1634, f. 2"; Inv. 1739, no. 72; D., p. 367; 
M., p. 122; F., pi. iv n; Labarte, Arts indus., i, p. 366. 

The crown of St. Louis: Inv. 1505, no. 2; Inv. 1634, f. 10'; Inv. 1739, no. 55; D., p. 367; M., 
p. 122; F., pi. iii p. 

La Sainte Couronne: Inv. 1505, no. 205 ; Inv. 1634, f. zgy. 1 have sometimes suspected that 
this crown was intended in some of the references to the crown of Charlemagne. 
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before Doublet. Millet, and Fc^libien wrote.and before the inventon'of 1739, by 
all of whom the other two crowns are mentioned. Doublet, however. de.seribes 
an important crown which at first .sight does not seem to be mentioned in the 
early inventories. 1 Ic says (p. 367): 

' Charles le Chnuve ... a aussi donn<isa Couronne d’or, a qnatre couplitrcs.cnrichic 
clc gros balais cabochons, de grandes t;t cxfjiiises e-smeniiidcs, cle tres-bcaux saphirs, dc 
lres*c.\cellens rubis, et dt* tres-belle.s perles orienlales, pour laquelle cnrichir davantage le 
Roy Jean donna un beau gros balay cabixhon dc grand pri.s, qu’il voulutc.strc attache an 
laiste d'icellr, an bout de la fleiir de Lys qui faisoit la clostiirc ct fcrmelurc. Cesle lant 
riche Couronne, qui avoit servy ii couronner tous Ics Roys de France depuis Icdit Charles le 
Chauve iusques au Roy 1 Icnri le Gnind, ful prise par la miserable. liguc... Tor de laquelle 
fut fondu ct Ics riches pierres jjrccicuscs disixirsccs a diverses personnes de grande qualite,* 

Thi.s crowm of Charles the Bald, therefore, was in existence when the in¬ 
ventory of 1505 was made, and like L;i .Sainte Couronne had ceased to exist before 
Doublet wrote. It was oliviously the most important crown in the custody of 
llie abl:»ey, and could not have been overlooked by the inventorists. It seems 
to follow that the crown called Charles the Bald’s and La Sainte Couronne were 
one and the same. The following is the brief description of La Sainte Couronne 
from the invcntoiy of 1505 (no. 203): ‘ IJ ne couronne, nominee la sainte Couronne, 
quatre ficurons, Ics deux couvers j)ar dcrricre d’argenl dore pour Ics renforeer, 
garnis sur Ic tour d'icclle, au milieu dc devant, d’un gros ballay cabochon rond, 
pcnsc- au long, pesant deux eens quatre vlngtz douze carratz. et soubz ieeliiy en 
son chaton ung scndal.ci dedans le sendal <le.s espines et dez chcvculz de Notre 
Seigneur.’ The same is described at much greater length in the inventory 
of 1634. 

It seems curious that Doublet .should not mention the important relics of the 
hair of our Lord and the thorns of his crown iiieluded under the great gem in 
his crown of Charles the Bald, if that were identical with I.a Sainte Couronne; 
moreover, what makes mattcis worse is that he and all the later writers do 
mention these itlentical relics as included in the crown of St. I .ouis. One of t^vo 
conclusions seems certain: either that both crowns contained similar relics, or 
that when T^a Sainte Couronne was destroyed the relies were skived and trans¬ 
ferred to the crown of .St. Louis. 'I'hc inventory of 1634 would no doubt tell us 
if both crowns contained similar relics, for it supplies a very minute description 
of all three, describing the crown of Charlemagne in iG folio pages, the crown 
of St. Louis in 12, and La .Sainte Couronne in ii, l-biforlunately when the 
manuscript was in my hands I did not know of this difficulty, and there being 
little time at my di.sposal, I did not make the necessary examination of this part 
of the text. 

St. Louis, as is well known, became po.sscs5e<l of (he relic called the Crown 
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ofThoms and built La Saintc Chapelle to enshrine it. He detached many thom.s 
from it and gave them away or cxchnnge<l them for other relics. Nothing there¬ 
fore would seem more i)robablc than that he .should have mounted some of them 
in the crown of France. But St. Denis is known to hav'c pos5iessecl some thorn- 
rclic.s long before the days of St. Louis. Both Charles the Bald and Philip 
Augustus pr(!sented thorns to the abbey. 'I hc gift by the lormer has been 
referred to abovt*. and was recorded in the fii-st four lines of the inscription on 
his grave; ' 

lni|)Crio Karohis Calvus rcgiiO(^ue potitiis 
Gallorum, iacet hac sub brevitate situs : 

Plnrima cum villis. nim Clavo cumquc Corona, 

Ecclesic vivus huic dedit ille bona. 

William dc Nangks, cited by Doublet (^p. 1259), also records that Charles the 
Balrl took from the treasury at Ai.x-la-Chapelle and gave to St.-Dcni.s ‘sacro- 
sanctum unum Claxaim [the nail-rclicj . . . partem{(ue spineae Coronae Domi- 
nicae’. The thorn given by Philip Augustus was probably included in his 
tablct-reliqiiary and need not concern us. It is thu.s at any rate possible that 
a crown attributed to Charles the Bald, even if it were older than St. Louis, 
might have contained one or more ihom-relics. At all events the picture of the 
Mass of St Oiles shows La Sainte Couronne closed <i I ’as was the 
crown called Charles the Bald’s, whilst the other two crowns are depicted open in 
the engravinp of Felibien. 'Phe inventory of 163,1 shows that all three crowns 
wen* othenvise alike, consisting of a wide band of metal from which rise four 
ficurons at four equidistant j)<>ints. Under each fleuron was a great jewel, whilst 
vertically above this jewel were two other jewels in a line in the case of the first 
two crowns, but three in La Sainte Couronne, as shown in the picture of the 
Mass of St. Giles; whilst in other respects, as far as the small scale admitted, 
the crown in the picture agrees with the description of La Sainte Coiuonne iri 
the inventor)' of 1634. 

It only remains to add that on Good briday La Siiinte Couronne was placed 
on the head of the ancient wooden crucifix, which is said to liave miraculously 
spoken to Dagoboit or another, and the holy nail w;is attached to one of its feet, 
and it was venerated there where it hung in tJie cry-j^t behind the High altar! 
'fliis was done year after year till the 1 luguenots burnt the cntcifix in 1567 and 
destroyed the crown. The use ol La .Sainte Couronne on this occasion, in con¬ 
junction with th»r nail, strongly confirms the conclusion that it actu<illy contained 
a thorn-relic, as the early inventories assert. Yet when thi.s <Town had been 

* Inv. 1505, no, i6i ; K.. p 554 : D.. p, 1257. 

U 


VUU LXVI. 


THE ABBEY OF SAINT-DENIS 


150 

destroyed the crown called of St. Louis continued to exist, and this is what 
Doublet (p. 367) wrote about it: 

‘ Le glorieux Roy Sainct Louys a donnd sa Couronne d’or, tres-exquise, enrichie de 
toupasses, saphirs, rubis, esmeraudes et de tres-belles perles orientales, mais principalement 
d’un tres-beau et tres-excellent gros ruby balay cabochon (estimd plus de trente mil escus) 
perce de long et soubs iceluy en son chaton d’or est escrit, De captllis Domini: De sp'tnis 
Domini’ * 

With the other regalia—sceptres, swords, spurs, and the like—we can deal 
more briefly. Though some of those existing were attributed to Charlemagne, 
none were of earlier date than the twelfth century. To the sceptre called Dago- 
bert’s reference has already been made. The sceptre in the Galerie d’Apollon 
(Cat. no. 149), which is surmounted by a figure of Charlemagne, dates from the 
time of Charles V and will be referred to in its place. The inventory of 1505 
mentions a third (no. 88). Fdlibien only engraves one other (F., pi. i n), and that 
is part of the set made for the coronation of Henri IV at Chartres when the 
ancient set was packed away for fear of marauders. 

Hands of justice resembled the top members of contemporary hand- 
reliquaries, mounted at the end of a long rod. Fdibien engraves two: St. 
Louis’ (F., pi. iii k) andHenri I V’s (F., pi. i n). The inventory of 1505 includes four.* 
All have disappeared ; one attributed to St. Louis was of silver on a silver-gilt 
rod; two were of ivory, each on a wooden staff" gilt. The fourth was like these, 
and the ivor)'^ hand remaining in the Louvre (Cat. no. 17) is believed to have be¬ 
longed to it and to have been remounted for use at the coronation of Napoleon, 
when its silver-gilt setting and staff were added, as well as three antique gems, 
and, at the foot of the handle, some jewels in what is said to be a tenth-century 
setting, but if ancient in design evidently quite modern in execution (pi. XVI I, 
fig. 1). The Louvre hand, however, cannot be the one described by Doublet 
(p. 368). That was of unicorn ivory, so they said, and it was ‘garnie au doigt, 
proche du petit doigt, d’un aneau d’or enrichy d’un beau saphir’. One does not 
see how a ring could be applied to the existing hand. Doublet’s account of the 
circles of jewellery below the hand is not inconsistent with a resetting of one 
of them to form the existing adornment. The staff is evidently modern, and the 
ivory hand is modern also. 

The spurs 3 of gold (pi. XII, fig. 2), set with garnets and fleurs-de-lys, with 
modelled buckles, are preserved in the Galerie d’Apollon (Cat. no. 18). They are 

‘ Thomas Platter writes that the crown of St. Louis, which he saw in 1599, was of pure gold and 
diamonds, and included one very precious stone said by some to have belonged to Charles IX. 

* Nos. 89, 91, 109, and 115. 

* Inv. 1505, no. 117; Inv. 1634, f. 205'; Inv. 1739, no. 80; F., pi. iv r ; D., pp. 347, 371; M., 
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of twelfth-century date, restored at the beginning of the nineteenth century. It 
was the Duke of Burgundy’s timction at the coronation to attach them to the 
king’s feet and immediately take them off again. 

Of mantle-clasps, most of them probably royal, the inventory of 1505 
mentions eight, not counting the two Merovingian eagle-clasps already de¬ 
scribed. One of these is called the clasp of Charlemagne, one was M-shaped, 
three carried figures in the round, one had embossed figures, and two were 
lozenge-shaped, adorned with jewels, one being of great value. Two lozenge¬ 
shaped clasps were summarily engraved by F^libien, who said that the larger 
of them (F., pi. iii g) belonged to St. Louis, and described the smaller (F., pi. iv i) 
as adorned with splendid rubies, diamonds, and large pearls. A lozenge-shaped 
clasp of remarkable beauty which belonged to St.-Denis is preserved in the 
Louvre (pi. XII, fig. 4). It is called the clasp of St. Louis, but the attribution 
cannot be accepted. This clasp can only be one of three of the above: the 
clasp called Charlemagne’s, the clasp of St. Louis, and the smaller very precious 
clasp; but as the clasp of Charlemagne is not described and is not referred to 
by our other authorities it has to be dismissed. Of the remaining two fleur-de- 
lys clasps the larger ’ and simpler is the one attributed in old days to St. Louis. 
The latest inventory says that it was of silver-gilt, enamelled, and set with 
jewels. F^libien’s engraving shows the plate to be much larger than the 
fleur-de-lys. The other* is by far the finer. It can be recognized by observing 
that the plate is only slightly larger than the jewelled fleur-de-lys. The three 
writers agree that this was the coronation clasp, and it is evident that this is 
the beautiful object that is still to be seen in the Galerie d’Apollon (Cat. no. 120) 
perhaps the finest example of medieval Orfevrerie in existence. It is of the 
same school and about of the same date as the scarcely less splendid jewelled 
clasp in the Cluny Museum which is attributed to the fourteenth century. In 
no case can the Louvre clasp be the one assigned to St. Louis, and its modern 
appellation is erroneous. 

The monks of St.-Denis pointed with pride to a set of ivory chessmen ® in 
their Treasury which they believed had belonged to Charlemagne. Among these 
chessmen was a specially large piece carved into the likeness of an elephant, on 
which a king and other persons are riding (pi. XII, fig. 5). Millet describes all 
the chessmen as of large size, and says that under the biggest of them were 
certain Arabic letters, showing that they came from the East. Doublet records 
that they were a palm in height, but that the chess-table and some of the men 
had been lost in process of time. Sixteen of the pieces were sent to the Cabinet 

> Inv. 1505, no. 42 ; Inv. 1634, f. 159'^; Inv. 1739, no. 47 ; F., pi. iii c. 

“ Inv. 1505, no J27; Inv. 1^4, f 207’; Inv. 1739, no. 75; D., p. 371 ; M., p. 125; F., pi. iv i.. 

® Inv. 1505, nos. loi, 102 ; Inv. 1634, f. 186''; D., p. 342; M., p. 314. 
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des Mt^dailles in 1793, but only one of these can now be idenlilied. Fortunately 
this is the elephant, and we are still able to read beneath it the tiann? of the 
carver, lusuf al Nahili, cut in Cufic characters. The height of thegn^u]) is ifi cm. 
It is cle;ir that the work was tlone in India, for it i.s quite plainly an Indian king 
who rides on the beast, and the \vorkman.ship is evidently Indianand much later 
in dale than the time of Charlemagne. It really dates from about the time of 
the C^riisades and was probably l)rought to France then. There are two other 
twcllth-cenlnry chessrnen in the Cabinet des Medaillcs, representing a king and 
queen, but they are ol Western make and never belonged to St.-I.^eni.s.' 


After Sugcr the next recorded magnificent patron of the abbey was Philip 
Augustus (1180-1223). His gifts were mainly ol treasures looted from Constan¬ 
tinople, when it was captured by so-called Cru.saders in 1204. Thc.se objects 
arc set down rts gifts to tlie Iving of b ranee Irom Baldwin, Emperor of Constan¬ 
tinople. The list is given by Felibien (p. 215) and included • many relics taken 
Irom the Imperial chapel, such as a large piece of the true cross, some of our 
Lords hairs and ol his swaddling-c.lotlies, one ol the thorns of his crown, part 
of his purple robe, a rib of St. Philip and one of his teeth. 1 lie holy wood was 
enclosed in a gold cross set with jewels and the other holy relics were in a gold 
relicpiary.’ 'The gemiineness of these relics was attested* by a letter from the 
hm|>eror Baldwin, sealed with a gold seal. 'The silver-gilt reliquary with a gold 
from, called the * (Oratory of Philip Augustus', was still at St.-I)enis in Felibien's 
time, and is cngravtal by him.* 11 contained twelve cry.stal phiaL with the relics 
in them, beside quite a number of special little little gold reliquaries, all long 
gone to the melting-pot. It is evident from Doublets dc.scriplion that the 
engraving does not represent the piece in il.s original condition. As we sec it. 
It is like a building with Gothic gable ends and on a Gothic pedestal. Probably 
the long front side. 01 wall, which alone was of gold and richly jevv'elled, was 
a Byzantine table-reliquary, and all the rest added at different dates in France, 
but the print does not give us much information and is not easily reconciled 
with the de.scription.s. 

The goldencro.ss.‘engraved on the same plate, can Ijc more convincingly 
reconstructed. It was certainly Byzantine work, but not ol ilie usual Eastern 
form with the double transver.se pieces. It was two and a half feel long by two 
feet wide. I he piece ol the true cross contained in it was a ftxil or a foot and 
a h.aIflong. It was adorned with jewels and ujiwards of 800 pejirls. Europe 
at this time obtained by loot cjiiite a number of fine Byzantine crossc.s, all, of 


' tJ. Babclon, (. abtJis Aiilnjui'n, j>l. 60. 

* liiv 1505, no. 5; Jmv. 1634, f, 611 ’, Itiv 1739, no. 4; 


!>•. pp. 336. 1235; M.. p. 97, F,, |,i j u. 
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course, claiming to contain portions of tlic true cross, but they were of the 
double cross type. Such for instance are the magnificent tablet-cross in the 
cathedral of Limburg-<in-thc-Lahn, the two crosses at Col<.igne. the cross at 
St. Marks, Venice, that in Brescia Cathedral, and others still e.xisting, b(j.side 
several recorded, but now lost ordestroytjd According to Rohault de Fleury ‘ 
there were thiee such true crosses in 1-rance, and onlv twelve in the work! 
altogether. The St.-Denis cros.s wjis thus an e.Kception to the usual Byzantine 
loitii and may have I>een of early date. The engmving, however, is far too 
vague to ground an opinion upon. 

Another of Philip Augustus's reputed gifts to St-Denis was a beautiful 
little reliquary, said not only to have been a gift to the king from Pope 
Clement 111, but in part to have been actually that pontiff's own handiwork. 
It consisted ol a little crucifix (w’liich he was believed to have sculptured out of 
a fragment of the true cross)attached to a gold cro.ss and set in a fine gold case 
under a crystal front, all suspended from a gold chain. The frame, however 
bore the arms of John, Duke of Berry, and he. rather than Philip Aiunistus' 
must have given the case, at any rate, to .St.-Denis.* Perhaps the wholt^thing 
was ol late louitccnth-century date as the engniving .suggests. 

A silver-gilt reliquary which Millet says was likewise gi\'cn by Philip 
iVugustus was, howcn-cr, plainly in.scribcd a.s the gift of King Charles V' in the 
year 1368. Wlien Feiibicn had it engraved it had lost the two angels mentioned 
in the inventory of i505.-‘ There remained lor the Rcvolulionar>- melting-pot 
only a statuette ol the Magdalen on a pedestal with kneeling figures of the kinir 
ihe queen, and a child. 

A magnificent .sardonyx gondola! pi. X \T 11 , fig. 2) mounted in silver-gilt with 
jewels and enamels, now in the Cabinet des Medaille.s, belonged to .St -Denis 
but tJie donors name is not recorded.' The bowl, which is probably antique, i.s 
shaped into a number of convex segments, and the wide metal rim follows the 
same form and is attached by hinged bands to the simple melal foot. I’he filigree 
on the l)a.se is very simple; lhal on the rim is of double wire.s. Each division 
of the rim contains a large central jewel surrounded by filigree, and at each 
corner is an enamel button .set like a jewel Thtise little enamel roundels 
resemble Palermo work. Molinicr thinks them to be later additions made to 
replace jewels. Nothing can be concluded as to the place of manufacture from 
the presence of these enamels, because they were objticts of commerce and used 

' Mem. .vtr ies Imtruments tic fa Passion, pp. 123, 12.^ and 303. 

’ Inv. 1505. no. 41; Inv. 1634. f- 158'^; Inv. 1739. no. 2; I)., p. 341 , M., p. 89; K., nl i b. Tin- 
inventory 1505 knows nothing abtiui llie connexion of any pi>|>e5 or king^, with this objccL 

» Inv. 1505. no. 2.t, Inv. 1634. f. 146''; Inv. 1739. no. ao; D.. p. M., p. yf,; pi. jj 

« , , *739.no.29bis: D.,p.34,; M.. p. 13,, K..pl.iv m. 1 

DJbelon, (./!/. (icf Camcfs, no. 209. 
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everywhere by g^oldsmiths; otherwise we might be tempted to reason that this 
vase was one of the pieces given to Suger by Thibaut, Count of Blois, who had 
received them from Roger, King of Sicily.' Molinier assigns the setting to the 
tenth century, having regard probably to the filigree on the foot. I cannot, 
however, find any reason for ascribing the rim to such a date, and hold that it 
was no earlier than the twelfth century. It may have been Byzantine or 
Sicilian work. It may even have been made in France, but the most probable 
conclusion is that this treasure also was looted from Constantinople in 1204. 
Another sardonyx gondola, or rather a portion of one (for it has been broken in 
half and only one fragment remains), is in the Venice treasury and no doubt 
came from Constantinople. It, however, was evidently mounted or remounted 
in Venice, the present setting being fine Venetian work of the thirteenth 
century. 

In the Galerie dApollon (Cat. no.-791) is a small plate of lapis lazuli 
carved on both faces by a good Byzantine craftsman, which may well have come 
to St.-Denis with the rest of the loot of 1204 (pi. XII, fig. 3).- On one side is a 
figure of Christ, on the other of the Virgin, fine work in the usual style of the 
Byzantine renaissance. The stone is set in a gold frame adorned with pearls 
and jewels, and is in the form of a pax, as Doublet says. 

A large embossed silver-gilt plate (pi. XIX, fig. 2), which was the cover of 
a book or of a flat tablet-reliquary, is in the Galerie dApollon (Cat. no. 4). 
It is not very good Byzantine work of the twelfth century, and formerly belonged 
to St.-Denis. The subject of the repousse work is two of the three Maries with 
the angel at the grave of Christ. In the same place (Cat. no. 3) is a smaller 
plaque of the same material on which a cross is embossed, rising out of formal 
foliation (pi. XIX, fig. i). This is attributed to the eleventh century. Molinier 
considers that both plaques may have belonged to a single object. I cannot 
recognize either plaque in the inventories, which are summary in their refer¬ 
ences to book-covers.® A book which is entered under no. 96 in the inventory 
of 1505, as having one cover of gold and the other of silver, is in the French 
National Library (MS. lat. 9436), but I have not seen it. 

St. Louis (Louis IX, 1226-1270) was a lavish patron of the church, and 
St.-Denis was one of the most frequent recipients of his gifts. It is not neces¬ 
sary to describe what is recorded about the many chasses and other pieces of 

' D., p. 247 (citing Suger). 

^ Inv. 1505, no. 40 (a blue stone broken in half set in silver-gilt); Inv. 1634, f. 158^; Inv. 1739, 
no. 46; D., p. 343; M., p. 95; F., pi. iii f ; Barbet de Jouy, Gemmcs, etc., pi. xi, 2. 

= Inv. 1505, no. 97, might refer to one of them. O. M. Dalton, Byzantine Art, p. 560, fig. 343, 
states that the smaller plaque belonged to St.-Denis, as asserted by Laborde {Notice des Bmatix, etc. 
1853, p. 380). The Louvre catalogue is silent on the matter. 
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church furniture given by him, because they exist no longer, and there is no 
representation of them. The objects belonging to him which F^libien engraved 
were for the most part of a personal character and included the clasp of his 
mantle, his hand of justice, his tamarisk-wood bowl, his sword and crown, also 
a little reliquary of the hand of St. Denis which he carried with him on his 
travels.! Unfortunately none of these objects survives. The ring in the Galerie 
d’Apollon, which used to be called his signet-ring, and the clasp in the same place 
already referred to are both of fourteenth-century date. Only two enamelled 
chasses of Limoges workmanship now remain of all the treasures of St.-Denis 
approximately of the tirne of St. Louis (pi. XVI 11 , fig. i ; XX).^ In the church 

St.-Denis as we see it to-day St. Louis will be recalled by the sculptured 
monuments of his royal predecessors from Dagobert downwards, which he set up. 
After many vicissitudes and no little restoration these monuments are again 
standing where St. Louis set them, but the study of them is outside the scope 
of the present writing. The same is true of the great stone lavabo of the monks 
which stood in their cloister and was set up about the time of St. Louis. It 
is now to be seen in the second court of the 6cole des Beaux-Arts surrounded 
by a collection of salvaged remains of other ancient buildings. 

The fourteenth century was a troublous time in France, yet durino* it 
St.-Denis received many valuable gifts. T.he principal donors were the Queen 
Jeanne d’Evreux, Margaret Countess of Flanders, King Charles V, JohnT^uke 
of Berry, and Abbot Guy de Monceau (i 3 b 3 ~i 39 ^)- Some of their g’ifts were 
statuettes in the precious metals or in ivory, others were elaborate reliquaries 
also chalices and patens.^ 

Few of the fourteenth-century gifts to St.-Denis still exist, but those that 
have escaped the perils of the centuries and are still with us are among the finest 

! F., pi. iii G, H, K, I., M, P. 

* Galerie d’Apollon, Cat. no. 64. A fine Limoges reliquary, which was in the Beckford and 
Zouche collections, and was shown for many years in the South Kensington Museum has now 
gone to America. It was called ‘the Reliquary of St. Louis’, and was said to have come from St- 
Denis. It IS not identifiable with any item in the inventories. 

® Most of the following are engraved in Fdlibien :— 

Jeanne (T A'pm/.r;—Figures of the Virgin and St. John (pi. i f), and her crown (pi. iv t) See 
F., p. 275. 

Margaret, Countess of Flanders :— t \ figure of St. Denis (pi. ii m), and a reliquary of St. Louis of 
1 oulouse (D., p. 337). 

Charles F.—Reliquary of 1368 (pi. ii d) ; chalice and paten (pi. iv dd) ; a retable (Inv i^os 
no. 155); a silver-gilt cross (D., p. 345); a pax (D., p. 345); and a sceptre (pi. iv p). 

Jean, Due de Reliquary of the cross of Clement III (pi. i u); reliquary of St. Benedict 

(pi. iv a) ; reliquary of St. Thomas (pi. iii b). 

Guy de Monceau (D., p. 267) .--Images of the Virgin andSS. Nicholas and Catherine (pis. i i 
and li g, n) ; ivory Virgin ; silver-gilt crucifix and relics (D., p. 340). ’ 

Charles VI: —Reliquary for the holy nail. 
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examples of work in the precious metals clone in the Gothic style that we can any¬ 
where behold. First among them both in date and importance is the charming 
silver-gilt statuette of the Virgin (pi. XV, fig. i)' which stands so proudly out in the 
middle of the room towards one end of the Galerie d’Apollon—in situation and 
surroundings perhaps the most honourable place in the whole world to-day that 
could be found for a work of Gothic art of transcendent merit. It was pre¬ 
sented by the queen in the year 1339, as an inscription on its base states. The 
figure of St. John the Evangelist, which she gave at the same time, was of gold 
on a base of silver-gilt (F., pi. i f) and has of course been melted down. It 
held in its right hand a crystal reliquary set in gold which contained a tooth- 
relic of the saint. Nothing more delightful can be conceived than the beautiful 
figure of the Virgin, so elegantly poised and gracefully draped. She holds in 
her right hand the most beautiful fleur-de-lys imaginable, containing relics and 
set with pearls. The base on which she stands is in the likeness of a small 
quadrangular building with sculpture-carrying buttresses which separate four¬ 
teen little panels adorned with the finest enamels. These depict subjects from 
the life of Christ, the figures being relieved and engraved in the silver plates 
and then enhanced with brilliant translucent enamel. The work almost rivals 
the famous enamelled ewer at Copenhagen, which may well have come from 
the same atelier. 

The sceptre of gold surmounted by a small statuette of Charlemagne 
enthroned is an example of the finest work of the time of Charles V (pi. XVII, 
fig. 3).* It originally possessed a staff which made the whole 5 ft. 10 in. long. 
Curiously enough, notwithstanding its late Gothic character, this sceptre was 
reputed to have belonged to Charlemagne himself It was probably made for 
the coronation either of Charles V or his successor, to take the place of an 
ancient sceptre which had fallen into disrepair. When it was decided to employ 
it once more at the coronation of Napoleon, the stem was missing. Search 
was made among the miscellaneous objects in the possession of the Crown,® and 
another staff was found which was adapted to the sceptre and has remained 
with it ever since. This was the silver-gilt staff of the precentor of St.-Denis.' 
An inscription on it stated that it was made in 1394 for the precentor, Guillaume 
de Roequemont. Precentors’ batons are not common. The military band- 

> Galerie d’Apollon, Cat. no. 150; Inv. 1505,00. 8; Inv. 1634, f. 16- Inv. 1730, no. s : D.. d. 337; 
M., pp.92,95; F., pi. i F. Phot. Giraudon. ^ K » 

Galerie d’Apollon, Cat. no. 149; Inv. 1505,00.116; Inv. 1634, f. 203'; Inv. 1739, no. 79; D.,p.368; 
M., p. 123; F., pi. iv p. 

» Where were these odds and ends kept? and is there any such cupboard of miscellaneous objects 
still in existence? It might contain unconsidered trifles such as other fragments from the pre-Revolu- 
tion Treasuries of France, which would now be of inestimable value. 

^ F., pi. i K, and p. 537; Inv. 1739, no. 10. 
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masters long staff is a modern survival of them. The Cabinet des Medailles 
possesses a chalcedony bust of Constantine or some later emperor which was 
mounted in the time of Charles V'’ as llie head of tlic staff of the precentor of 
the Sainte Chapellc. One ot Limoges workmanship of about 12S0 \v;is in the 
Magniacsalc in 1892 and is illustrated in the catalogue. Its head was some¬ 
thing like those of two bisho[)'s crosiers joined back to back, with a little 
statuette at the top above them F<?libien's engraving shows that the top of 
the St-Denis staff w;is simpler, but not ungniceful. 

Reference has already been made to the superb jewelled mantle-clasp in 
the Galcric d'Apollon (no. 120; wrongly called the clasp of St, Louis, It is wt)rk 
of the fourteenth century, and may well have been made at the same time as the 
sceptre of Charlemagne for use at the same coronation. 

The gold ring,* which used to be bravely called the signet-ringof St. Louis, 
is likewise of this later date, or even of the fifteenth century. It contains a small 
oblong gem with an intaglio of the standing figure of a French king. He wears 
a nimhu.s and is identified by tlie letters * .S. L.' An inscription within the lux)p 
a.sscrts that Ihi.s was St. L<'»uis’.signet. Of course. inUiglios of this delicacy were 
not made in the time of .St. Louis even in Bvzanlium. It was under the 
encouragement of the four great patrons of art. C'harles V and his brothers, 
that the art of gem-engraving (like that of medal-making and other refined 
crafts) was developed again in the West. A gem with the head of a king still 
e.xists which belonged to Charles V and was probably made for him, pcrhap.s 
by the same hand that ma<le this ring, which is beautifully cut and docs the 
maker much credit. 

xV pretty fragment in the (jalcrie d'Apollon may have belonged to a four¬ 
teen th-century gift to St.-Dcnis. though nothing appears to be known about its 
provenance. This is a little jewelled crown of silver-gilt which obviously l^e- 
longed to some statuette of the Virgin, probably an ivory’ figure.’ An ivory’ 
Virgin with such a crown was amongst the gifts of Abbot Guy dc .Monceau,‘ 
and all the old writers praise its workmanship and the beauty of its crown and 
of the brooch on the bosom. Each fleuron of the crown had a sapphire cut to 
eight facets and set in pearls, and on the circle of it were four rubies. 

I he only recorded fiftccnth-ccntury gift is a clasp which belonged to Anne 
de Bretagne; it appears to have been a work of great l»eauty, but the engrav¬ 
ing (F., pi. ii Kj gives us no idea of it. Numerous other objects recorded 

' Galerie d’Apollon, Cat no. 123; Inv, 1505, no. 57; Inv. r634, f. 165’; Inv. 1739, na 54: D., 
[}. 346; M., !>. ifjfi; K., pJ. Barbculc-Jouy, etc., pi. .Ki, 3; Labarte, Arts mi/us., 1,204. 

‘ Galcric d’Apollon, Cat. no. 128: Barbet.de-Jouy, Ccmmcf, etc., pi. xi. 

* Prolwbly F.. pi. ii z. Compare Inv. no. ro; Inv. 1634, f. 79’; Inv. 1739, no. 38; D., 
p, 340; M., p.93. 
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in the inventories have not been mentioned in this notice because little is known 
about them. We have Fi^libien’s engravings and the words of the inventories, 
but the reconstruction of what has been utterly destroyed is tedious un1e.s.s some 
speciiil end is to be attained thereby. As for the works of the Renaissance and 
of the seventecntli and eightecntli centuries, they interest me not at all. I there¬ 
fore leave the examination of all questions connected with them to students 
whose tastes arc different from mine. 


Mr. Maurice W, Brockwdl has sent me the following notes on the picture of the ' Mass of 
St. Giles’. It is probable that between the years 1796 and 1^0 it was in Lord Bessborbugb's 
collection, where it was attributed to Van Eyck. VioHet-lc-Duc knew of it only as in the collection of 

Lord-, and the print he piitdished of it {Diet, de VArchitect., ii, p. 26) inaccurately represents 

only its architectural background. Waagen {Art Treasures. 1854, voL ii, p. 237) ^ted that lhi.s ' Mass 
of St. Gregory* in Lord Ward's collection was ‘attributed, without the slightest ground, to John Van 
Eyck; it is a good and interesting picture of the Dutch School of the latter part of tlie fifteenth 
century ’. It was lent by Lord Duilley to the Exhibition of Old Masters at Burlington Hou.se in 1871 
(no. 326) as a ‘Celebration of High Mass’ by John Van Eyck, and it appeared there again in 1892. 
The frame is said to have borne at one time a cutting from an old catalogue describing it as 
•Su Thomas Aquinas {)crforming Mass lii ilie Abfjey of St-Denis to Louis IX of France*. On 
June 25,1892, it was included in the Dudley sale as a work of the Early Netherlandish School, when 
it was purchased by the late Mr. Edward Stcihkopf, father of the present owner. He lent it in the 
same year, 1892, for exhibition at the Burlington Fine Arts Club, and the compiler of the catalogue 
stated that it was ‘possibly the work of Gerard van der Meia*, who. it is believed, spent some time in 
France 



IV. — Rock-cullmg and Tonili-architecturc in Cyprus during the Graeco-Roman 
Occupation. By Geo. Jeffery, Esi/., F.S.A., Local Secretary for Cyprus. 


Ucad 17th December, 1914. 


It has been thought, with a good deal of reason for such an opinion, that 
the age of a quarry or a rock-cut tomb may be determined by the apparent 
character of the tooling of surfaces. This is most easily defined in the follow¬ 
ing way. 

Bronze Age tooling of rock surfaces of a soft kind, subsequently hardened 
with age, may perhaps be dctectetl by the marks of a celt driven with a mallet 
or possibly a heavy stone. 'ITie cut of the implement is short and deep, and of 
course leaves a rougher surface than the single-handed pick of iron. With the 
introduction of iron tools the work of finishing .surfaces as well as of cutting into 
the stone seems to have been executed with single-handed picks having points 
or cutting edges of variable width. At a later period came the use of the chisel¬ 
shaped pick with serrated edge. It is doubtful w'hether this wiis used in the 
Levant previous to the Byzantine or Constantinian era. The use of the chisel¬ 
shaped pick causes a long sweeping cut on the stone, an effect also produced by 
mere chopping sideways with the stone-mason’s chopper. The chopper and 
tlie chisel-pick play a great part in the finishing off of the elaborate rock-cuttings 
of the Levant. 

From the foregoing it will be noticed that little more than a distinction into 
the tw'o classes of work done w'ith iron implements, and work done without iron 
implements, can be attempte<l for chronological purposes as far as the evidence 
on rock surfaces survives. The quarries and toml^ of Cyprus referred to in 
the following notes must be considered to belong to the iron implement chiss; 
in other word.s, to the (iracco-Roman and Byzantine history of the island. 

yCTARRIF-S. 

The quarries of Cyprus—as in all Levantine lands—are singularly pictur¬ 
esque. If not on so grand a scale cis those of Syracuse—the famous Latomia— 
or the imposing caverns around Jerusalem, they have cjuite a character of their 
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own. They arc .tjencrally approached through a tunnel or rook arcli. wliidi in 
some cases luis been cut to the form of a doorway, and evidently fitted with 
gates. This naturally imj)lies that the ancient.s were in the custom of regulat¬ 
ing the working of the quarry, or, as in the traditional case of Syracuse, the 
cneIo.sure may have been userl much as wcuse the Portland t|uarrvat thcpre.sent 
day for the conlinemenl an«l labour of convicts. 

The upjier stratum or surface of rock on a (juarr)’ site is usually rejected by 
the quariymcn as uib-uited for building stone: it is harder and at tlie same time 
less compact than the inner sub.stance of the rock, and on this account the 
tunnelling beneath the upper cm.st produces v'ast Ciivems and the curious arched 
entrances common in the (.*yprus <|uarric‘s. 

On the north coast, near Kyreniii. is a v'ery large and imposing quarry 
called Khr}' 5 okava, which is approached through a rock-cut tomb, the entrance 
of which has been enlarged to the height of a man and a width of about 6 ft 
Hii-s entrance has been sub.secjuenlly fitted with two massive door-posts of stonci 
rebatefl to receive an inside rloor (fig. i> The tomb is alxiut 15 ft square, and 
on the side opposite to the entrance a pass4;ige-way has been cut through into 
the great <iuarries at the back of the ridge of rock in which the tomb is exca¬ 
vated. At one time this tomb w'as probably the only entrance into the quarry 
with its precipitous rock sides. 1 his treatment ot ancient tombs is common all 
over the island, and the number ot tombs which have been destroyed bv quarry’* 
ing in past ages would be incalculable. The accoinjiany ing sketch-plan (fig. 2) 
of the corner of the quairy of Khrysokava, Kyrcnia, shows a rock-cut chapel, 
formed out of a cave, with a series f)} arcosolium tombs cut in the cliff on the 
south side. All traces of the mf.>de of sepulture fuivc disajipeared. but the 
Roman catacomb with its wallcd-uj) recess seems suggested. There are some 
rude attempts at wreaths of flowci^, or at least leaves, in the rock alx^ve the 
niches. 1 Ik* appearances are certainly ancient. 

The ancient instiumenls of the cjuarry'man for the softer stones arc* repre- 
^nted in the well-known iiictures of Ihe’Catacombs of Rome, and elsewhere 
Ihe Por,sor use-d a rather slender tapering pick, like a modern geological 
hammer, only larger: an iron chopper, and a hammer, which are of practically 
the .same fi^rni m all ages.' The tools u.sed at the present day in the soft stone 
quarries of Cypru.s aie practically* identical with those of luitiquityc 

In the modern quarries of liard stone of the Judaean and .North Syrian dis¬ 
tricts, blasting has been adoptixl to the cxclu.sion of any more ancient mode of 
extracting the stone. .Vs a ron.se<|uencc modern masonry in that district is much 
smaller in .scale than the medieval and ancient type. 


' \'ide Small, Dirt, Ch. Anfitf. s.v. 


DURINc; THE GRARCO-ROMAN OCCUPATION i6i 

In a soft Slone <juarry, blasting would be a disadvantage; it would prevent 
the orderly flaking off of llie stnita, and would probably create too much small 
stuff: tor these reasons the primitive slow method with wedges and picks still 



Fig. 3. Plan of corner ol' the qnany at Khrysokavo. 

survives. The old quarry sites are conspicuous evcry^vhcrc in Cyprus; the 
modern, which are more undergrounil, have a tendency to disappear as the eaves 
fall in and arc overgrown. This difference depends to a great extent upon the 
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nature ami usage of the stone. Stone on the surface of the ground l.s of course 
much harder than that from a cavx*, and is usually removed in much .smaller 
blocks. .Small surface quarries of all ages occur all over the island. 

I he modern (|uarr) man of C} prirs sets about his work precisely in the way 
of the ancients when the stone lies in an ordinary horizontal position. He 
usually* marks out a S(juare of about 9 ft. 1 >y 9 ft. on the rock bed where two sides 
at least arc forming a rectangle (fig. 3). (;')n the other tw o sides he cuts down 
to a level where he supposes the vein of the stone to allow of cleavage, the 
cutting forming a trench of about 12 in. in width. This trench of about 2 ft in 
depth will take one man a days work. On the two sides which remained exposed 
by the previous removal of stone a long incision is made with the pick at their 
base, or wherever it is proposed to sever the block, and into this groove are 
fixed a number of heavy iron wedges, each of them Ixitween two small iron 
plates; fre<juently these small plates are made out of old mule-shoes worn thin 
(the mule is shod with an oval-shaped piece of iron and not a horseshoe). 
Repeated blows of a sledge-hammer upon these wedges, in regular succession, 
effect the cleavage in a very exact manner. 

A similar sy'stem to the above is adopted in the underground quarries, 
the trenches and wedges being used according to circumstances. Tlie above 
i.s doubtless precisely the .same mode of work employed in all ages of Levantine 
hi.story’ since the introduction of iron implements. Tn .such a way and with 
such l(x)ls would the ancient (juarryman dig out the countless rock-hewn tombs 
of his period, but when these tombs were treated with the careful rock-cutting 
of Roman times the tools of the building mason had to be employed. 

The Uk)Is used by* Lcv*antinc workmen at the present day differ but little 
from what mu.st have l^een used by their predecessors in all past ages. 

'Hie .Xcisciilus of the ancient Romans is the modern Greek or Romaic 
Kuspus* (fcwoTrov). i.e. the adze-shaped hammer of a convenient size and weight 
to be used in one hand by the quarryman or mason. As a rule this modern 
form of the stone-pick is provided with two cutting e<lges, one about * in., the 
other from 2 in. to 3 in. in width, the handle being fi.xed in the middle. The use of 
lhi.s instrument has evidently' been the siime in all ages. The narrow edge is 
used in cutting out grooves or channels, for which i)urpose also an ordinary 
pointed pick is u.scd, and the wider, or what may be called the back portion of 
the hammer, is used for dressing the stone surface. Such picks are the ordinary 
iastniments used in dressing stone for the builders, but for this purpose the 
wider edge is also serrated with small teeth which produce rapidly a fairly even 


’ Apparently a modern ur Cypriote word. Aciscuius {vide Smith, /?///. O. and R. Ant., p. 141J, 
'chiclly used by masons, whence in the ancient ^ossaries Acisadmius is translated Aorduor, a stone 
cuuei *. 
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surface. With this form of pick or chisel-hammer are formed all the mould¬ 
ings so lavishly displayed on Levantine buildings. 

The Turkish mosque and the Romaic church are equally covered with a 
profusion of mouldings, but figure or floral sculpture, when attempted, is always 
a miserable failure. The nature of the workman’s tool naturally influences 
the style and the characteristics of the architectural forms employed, and it is 
not a little curious to obser\'’e that all the details of the so-called Greek ‘ Doric ’ 
style can be produced by the primitive adze-shaped hammer, and without the 
use of a chisel. When the ‘ Ionic ’ style was adopted the use of a chisel was in¬ 
volved in sculpturing the volutes and the honeysuckle ornaments. Chisel-work 
was continued under the Romans until the decay of all art instincts, and the 
meretricious display of conventional ornament, and, worst of all, the use of a 
drill marking the indentations of an acanthus leaf, which characterize the 
Byzantine style. 

The use of the chisel in architectural detail has died out on two occasions 
in the Levant. During the Roman period we see the most elaborate chisel- 
work at Baalbek and Petra, during the Frankish occupation we again see the 
splendid possibilities of the Jerusalem limestone in the south front of the church 
of the Holy Sepulchre, and at a later date the equally fine carvings of the Cyprus 
Latin cathedrals. The Roman art lingered for a few years under the early 
Byzantine emperors, and then the drill and ‘ kuspus ’ took the place of the mallet 
and chisel; in the same way the European art of the Levant disappeared with 
the close of the fourteenth century, and once more the chisel was thrown aside. 

After thirty-five years of British occupation in Cyprus the chisel is still 
practically unused by the modern masons. 1 here is of course no demand for 
ornamental sculpture on Government buildings, and to the native it would be 
meaningless extravagance. 


Tombs. 


Up to the present no very clear attempt seems to have been made at a 
chronology of the Cyprus tombs. Perhaps the following may be adopted for 
the present purpose: 

Caves and chambers. 

Rock-hewn chambers, built tombs. 

Built tombs and rock-hewn ‘ kokim ’. 
Rock-hewn chambers (often in quarries). 


(1) Bronze Age. 

(2) Graeco-Phoenician. 

(3) Graeco-Roman. 

(4) Byzantine. 


Unquestionably the most ancient types of an architectural character are 
the Amathus and Tamassos ‘ tent-shaped ’ tombs. Possibly contemporary are 
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the tombs in what may be called the ‘ Treasury of Atreus ’ style of construction, 
such as the excellent example at Larnaca. The regular Roman tomb is of course 
easily identified by details of an architectural kind, which as a rule admit of little 
doubt. 

In the following notes the principal object in view is to draw attention to the 
presence in Cyprus of the Roman tomb of a colossal character when built of 

masonry, and to the very remarkable num¬ 
ber of rock-cut tombs of the same period 
with the curious Semitic ‘ kokim 

The investigation of Cyprus tomb 
archaeology on a scientific basis was in¬ 
augurated by the Society of Hellenic 
Studies, in co-operation with the Univer¬ 
sity of Cambridge, in 1887, nine years after 
the British occupation of the island. The 
report of the excavators at that date 
(y. H. S., 1889) states: 

‘ (i) The sites are hopelessly mixed, tombs 
separated by centuries in date constantly occur¬ 
ring side b3'’ side; (2) the type of a tomb affords 
little or no criterion of date; (3) it is extremely 
difficult to guarantee integrity of the products ; 
(4) the most certain criteria of date, coins and 
Greek inscriptions, are extremely scarce; {5) 
coarse Cypriot, black-glazed pottery, terra-cottas 
of native manufacture, plain jewellery, etc., 
hardly admit of precise chronological division; 
-chronological method is reduced to ab¬ 
surdity from lack of material for forming a 
judgment on any doubtful point.’ ^ 

In referring to the ‘ kokim ’ tombs at Poli; 

‘ The type is marked by great regularity of plan and careful workmanship.The 

tombs which we opened of this third type seemed all to be of a very late date.There 

is at least nothing to hint that any of them are to be dated much, if at all, before the first 
century b.c.’ 

The ‘ kokim ’ in these examples average about 6 ft. by 2 ft. by 2 ft. 

The art of rock-cutting practised in the Levant was not peculiar to any one 
of the great races of antiquity. The mode of quarrying was the same for all 

' [Subsequent excavations have, however, done something to disarm the scepticism of these earlier 
workers. — E d.] 



Fig. 4. ‘ Kokim ’ type of tombs: Cyprus. 
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before the invention of modern appliances, but as regards tombs and their con¬ 
struction, perhaps a certain broad classification may be attempted into (i) simple 
chamber tombs, and (2) ‘ kokim ’ tombs. 

(1) The simple chamber tomb is necessarily the universal and most primitive 
form to be adopted by any race, and the least easy to be identified with any par¬ 
ticular epoch, ancient or modern. Whether approached by a dromos or merely 
cut in the side of a hill it has no architectural pretension as a rule, and excites 
but little interest. 

The simple chamber excavated in the rock with an architectural exterior, 
standing free in the style of the famous tombs of Cyrene or of Syria, may be said 
not to exist in Cyprus. 

The graves of Greek settlers in the island were possibly of different kinds. 
The Athenian custom of interment in earth graves wouldbe followed to a great 
extent, but rock-cut tombs of a simple form are also found filled with the usual 
Greek tomb-furniture. Roman tombs are, of course, also of the square chamber 
type, either as buildings or rock-cut. 

(2) The ‘ kokim' variety of arrangement is found all over the island and, as 
noted by the Hellenic Society’s explorers in 1887, is always executed in the best 
manner of rock-cutting, with accurate angles, well-shaped doorways, and clean- 
cut walls and ceilings. 

In Syria the ‘kokim’ tomb has always been associated by archaeologists 
with the Jewish race, and such tombs when known to be of the Roman period, 
such as the tomb of Helena of Adiabene, are recognized as evidence of 
the occupants having professed the Jewish religion. James Ferguson and 
the older Palestine explorers supposed the ‘kokim’ to be unknown outside 
Jewry, although they state that ‘not a single sepulchral excavation about Jeru¬ 
salem can be said with certainty to belong to a period anterior to the age of the 
Maccabees, or, more correctly, to have been used for burial before the time of 
the Romans’.^ 


Tamassos. 

Tamassos, an ancient site in a central position of the island, not far from the 
more celebrated Idalium, seems to have been a place of considerable importance 
in remote antiquity, but its exact era has not been defined. The ground plans 
of a few Roman villas with herring-bone brickwork floors—now used as thresh¬ 
ing-floors—show that even within the Christian period this was an important 
village. Three very imposing tombs were excavated here by the Berlin Museum 

’ Smith, Bib. Diet. 

Y 
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about the year 1890,* but unfortunately only two of them remain intact, the third 
having been broken up by the peasants and removed for building material. 
The two remaining tombs are almost identical in design and workmanship, and 
are represented by the accompanying drawings (fig. 5). The carefully jointed 
masonry of stone slabs on a rock base or platform, in forms which recall the 
workmanship of a carpenter, and the small sunk panel over the door (see section) 
which represents a shuttered window with a wood bolt, are all in an imitative 
style of art suggestive of Greek culture. The singular treatment of the entrance 
with an Ionic volute on either side, of enormous proportions, is particularly 
noteworthy. ^ 



5 * Tomb at Faiiiassos: plan, section, etc. 


These Tamassos tombs stand on a slight hill round which the winter torrent 
of the Pidi^ circles in a great sweep. Not far off are the traces of primitive 
shrines to Apollo and the other shadowy divinities of antiquity, their places in 
some cases occupied by venerable settlements of a primith^e Christianity The 
whole site wears the aspect of profound antiquity, and these important tombs 

are perhaps amongst its most ancient monuments. Similar tombs exist at 
Amathus.* 

The more important tombs, such as the above, are always provided with an 
entrance or dyomos down a staircase or inclined way. But the commonest form 
of tomb, of all ages, is a square shaft sunk to a depth of about 8 ft. in the soft 
tufa rock with one or more chambers at the bottom: such tombs may be counted 
by tens of thousands in some parts of the island. 


’ [A short account of them is 
2, 4, 6, 28.—Ed.] 

* See Cesnola, Cyprus. 


in Jourtt. R. Inst. Brit. Architects, 3rd Sen, iii, 


pp. 109 ff., esp. figs. I, 
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Paphos. 


On the sea-shore, near Nea Paphos, a large necropolis of an important archi¬ 
tectural character survives. The accompanying drawings (figs. 6-8) sufficiently 
explain the nature of these excavations, with their colonnaded courts, en¬ 
trances, etc. 
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Fig. 8. Paphos: Tomb no. 2 . Plan and section. 

The presence of Greek or Doric architectural forms [to use the usual definitions of 
the style] suggests an affinity with similar tombs in North Africa, or with the caves of Beni 
Hassan, the tomb of St. James, near Jerusalem, and others of a similar type near Haifa 
The date when the so-called Greek Doric style of architecture with its strongly marked 
characteristics of timber construction reproduced in permanent materials first originated 
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has never been clearly defined. The great temples of Sicily are presumably the oldest 
precursors of the Parthenon, but their origins are but conjectural. The style was widely 
spread, and evidently marks the Ionian or Hellenic culture which eventually displaced 
the Phoenician civilization of a rather older date. There is no reason why many of the 
monuments which we associate with particular races in the Levant should not be con¬ 
temporary or entirely independent of any chronological reference to each other; the races 
which they represent developed or declined through long periods of history, and attempts 
at classification are often very inadequate if not erroneous. In the present case of these 
tombs at Paphos, the Phoenician or Hebrew ‘ kokim ’ receptacles for the bodies are com¬ 
bined with a distinctly Greek architectural character in the rock-cut colonnade. 


Larnaca (Kitium). 

Larnaca takes its name from ‘ a tomb ’ or ‘ the tomb but what particular 
tomb is referred to would be difficult to determine at the present day; certainly 
it has always been a remarkable place for its tombs in all ages. 





Dlfv- (He ccntr* ae 



Fig. 9. Larnaca: tomb of Mycenaean type. 


Kitium or Chittim, the Phoenician city on the huge mounds of which modern Larnaca 
is built, was an object of scientific investigation even in the eighteenth century. Pococke 
during his stay in Cyprus attempted some exploration of the site, and found Cypriot 
inscriptions and other antiquities; these he published in his Description of the East, 1745. 
The Italian priest, Giovanni Mariti, who passed several years in Larnaca, published an 
interesting Dissertazione istorico-critka stiWantica cittd di Citium in 1787. In his day there 
were many more ancient monuments than remain at the present, and according to his plan 
of the place it would appear as if there then existed two great tombs of the type of the still 
existing Phaneromeni. 

Larnaca possesses tombs of an important character. One—a mere tragment 
—is of the curious construction of the ‘ Treasury of Atreus ’ kind: a pointed vault 
built with corbel-shaped stones supporting each other, but without any arch prin- 
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ciple (fig.9). This fragment (merely the inner chamber) was much knocked about 
some years ago by the owner endeavouring unsuccessfully to drag out the sarco¬ 
phagi still remaining within. This fact may perhaps suggest that in this style 
of tombs the great stone coffins usually found in them were placed in situ before 
the tombs were constructed over them. As an example of possibly the Myce¬ 
naean style of tomb, this tomb at Larnaca is of an especial interest. Yery 
few constructions of this remote age are to be traced in the island, and certainly 
none of a larger scale or superior workmanship. 



Fig. 10. Phaneromdni, Larnaca : plan, etc. 


- Architectural tombs of many different types still survive at Larnaca, but 
the largest and most curious of them is certainly the so-called shrine of the 
Phanerom^ni. As will be seen by the accompanying drawings (fig. 10), it consists 
of two chambers, the outer of which was approached by a wide dronios in all 
probability. The outer wall of the entrance chamber was demolished ages ago, 
and within the past few years the natives have still further destroyed this portion, 
and removed all trace of the dromos in building a sort of shed-church in the 
space. The inner chamber is covered with the enormous monolith, which, in 
spite of modern alterations, is still visible externally. The external chamber 
probably was covered by two or more enormous stones cut to an arched form, 
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resting on the side walls, one of which stones alone remains. The entrance to 
the inner chamber is remarkable for a sliding stone trap-door which once existed. 
The grooved slot constructed between the colossal stones of the covering is still 
in existence, although now covered over by the modern additions. This tomb 
and the so-called ‘ Prison of St. Catharine’at Famagusta are apparently the only 
examples of this curious arrangement in Cyprus surviving. 

1 he other example of an architectural tomb at Larnaca is of a very com¬ 
plete and elaborate kind. It consists of an outer chamber with its dromos, all 
well preserved, and the inner chamber is divided between a square portion 
covered by a barrel vault and a smaller or recessed space to contain the sarco¬ 
phagus. The general design of this monument suggests the Roman period ; this 
is perhaps chiefly due to the presence of the semicircular vaulted ceiling (fig. ii). 



Fig. II. Larnaca: tomb of Graeco-Roman type. 


Sal AM IS (Famagusta). 

The ‘ Prison of St. Catharine ’ (Salamis) near Famagusta is an imposing 
example of a tomb of the largest type. Although it possesses a distinct archi¬ 
tectural character, still it is difficult to classify or to date such a monument. As 
will be seen by the drawings, it is partly rock-hewn and partly of immense stones 
with a covering or ceiling of enormous blocks. There is very little doubt that 
its builders belonged to the same epoch as the men who raised the similar curved 
roofings over the Phanerom^ni of Larnaca. The F'amagusta example is, how’- 
ever, on a much larger scale, and was surmounted by an architectural exterior 
of which at least some traces of the base still remain (fig. 12). 

The plan of this tomb (fig. 13) is suggestive of the cross-planned examples at 
Palmyra, and the evidences of an outer structure would also point to affinities 
with the Palmyrene tower-tombs. Such being the case we must assume that this 
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fashion in monumental sepulchres belongs to a period coincident with the later 
Roman Empire, when Palmyra was flourishing. The huge stonework of Baalbek, 
and of other provincial ruins of the Roman Empire, has a very similar appearance 
to the masonry of the great tombs of Cyprus, The colossal nature of the stones 
employed in these examples at Larnaca and Famagusta may be appreciated by 
examining the accompanying drawings. 





Fig. 12. St. Catharine, Salamis: sections. 


The most remarkable feature of the ‘ Prison of St. Catharine ’ is the entrance 
doorway, which was laid bare from accumulations of rubbish during the past 
year. The doorway and dromos were choked with earth, stones, and fallen 
masonry, completely hiding the very curious arrangements of the sliding port- 
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cullis, and the original entrance.’ This portcullis is evidently an alternative to 
the ‘ rolling stone ’ of the Roman tombs at Jerusalem. 



Fig. 13. Prison of St. Catharine, Salamis: plan, with conjectural restoration 

of outer chamber. 

A huge block of stone, on one side cut to a semicircular outline which would 
appear to have been intended to carry the end of a small barrel vault, was lying 
on top of the rubbish blocking the entrance, and could only be removed with 
the aid of some members of the railway staff and their powerful screwjacks. 
From its position, its shape, and dimensions, this curious block looked as if it had 

’ Measured drawings of this tomb and its doorway were published in the Journal of Hellenic 
Studies, 1883, pl- xxxiii-iv, and in the Builder of 26th May, 1883. j 
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been thrown dotyn into the dmnos from the position it may have occupied as 
the end of a small vault over the entrance. If there was such a vaulted coverintr 
CTeat^stOT™^ stairway, every trace of it has vanished with the exception of this 

The chief interest in the ‘Prison of St. Catharine’ tomb centres in the 
exceptional preservation of its entrance door (fig. 14), or at least a great part of 

In havrih of the Roman Empire period in the Levant seem com'^nonly 

to have been designed with these sliding portcullis coverings to their entrances 



Meh-ts. 

Fig 14. Prison of St. Catharine, Salamis: detail of entrance. 


^rcliaeologiccil Researches i}i Palestine Monsieur r* c 

perfect example of a preSlysbniiL^ortcuinrron^w^^^^ 
found intact at Ras-el-Ekra, near Amwhs, Palestine. In this cle thrsM' a 

was I m. 60 cm. high, and had a hole in the upper part for a cS to mss ttf '^°°il' 

as a means of lifting it. Within this tomb wS^the inscription cl 

marking its date. ^ ^ Travrey Xeyovaiu 

f Salamis the sliding portcullis has been cut throun-h hv 

omb robbers, and when the chamber became subsequently convertfd into a 
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Christian church the square hole of its entrance was carefully trimmed and 
splayed on either side, and also the remaining fragment of the portcullis, held 
in position by concrete, was splayed on its under side, and a wood door fixed 
in the opening, of which the holes for the lock and hinges remain as evidence. 

Many years ago James Ferguson, the author of many books on architectural 
classification, wrote an article on ‘Jerusalem’ for Smiths Bible Dictionary, In 
it he says: ‘ There seems no reason for doubting but that all the architectural 
tombs of Jerusalem belong to the age of the Romans, like everything that has 
yet been found at Petra, Baalbek, Palmyra, or Damascus, or even among the 
stone cities of Hauran. Throughout Syria there is no important architectural 
example which is anterior to their day; and all the specimens which can be 
called classical are strongly marked with the impress of the peculiar forms of 
Roman Art’ Such a statement is true in as far as it applies to the larger and 
better known monuments. A great number, if not the majority of the smaller 
tombs, rock-cut or structural, belong to a much older period than the Roman 
Empire: the Phoenician rock-cut necropolis near Haifa, which closely resembles 
the similar tombs at Paphos, is, for example, long antecedent to the Roman 
period. 

The rock-cut tomb of antiquity, with its more or less inappropriate archi¬ 
tectural decorations, is not the speciality of any particular race. Its earliest 
forms are perhaps identified with the Phoenicians, but its full development, in a 
colossal manner, took place under Roman influence, and in the partial rock 
excavation and partial construction of such tombs as the ‘Prison of St. Catharine’, 
Salamis. Tombs of an older date than the Roman Empire with any pretension 
to architectural character are rare in Syria, Palestine, or Cyprus, but mere ex¬ 
cavations in the rock on an imposing scale are common enough, of which several 
examples on the north coast of Cyprus have been described by Mr. Hogarth in 
Devia Cypria. 


The Rock-hewn Chapel of Acheiropoietos, on the Byzantine site of 
Lambousa, on the north coast of Cyprus. 

This is a remarkable example of the transformation of an ancient tomb into 
a church of the early Byzantine period; a block of stone remaining in the centre 
of a great quarried area has been hollowed out into a Christian church, possess¬ 
ing narthex, a Holy Well (a common accompaniment of early chapels and tombs), 
and an altar of prothesis formed as a wall niche (fig. 15). 

In this church the altar of prothesis, which should liturgically be on the north 
side of the Holy Table, shows that an altar of wood was placed sideways tow'ards 
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the entrance, facing east in the usual way. The square chamber was probably 
a pagan tomb, originally with wall niches around it for the dead. After its con- 



Fig. 15. Rock-hewn chapel of Acheiropoietos: elevation, plan, and section. 

version into a Christian church the narthex seems to have been added by cutting- 
out a chamber enclosing the doorway, with a remarkably thin stone partition 
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(about 1 ft. thick) now destroyed Externally thi.s rock-rube, containinpf the 
tomb-church, has been left witli the step-like traces of ancient (juarryini:^. where 
the stone has been levered ott in layers.' 

A very similar town site (now known as Siindoukopctra, identified by 
Dr. Ross in 1850 ;ts Kermia), also on the north coiist of the island, retains an 
almost identical rube <)( stone resulting' from ancient (juarrying, but without any 
chamber cavity within it. 

.Such a rock-hewn church as exists at Lambou.sa need not necessarily have 
been lormedout of a disu.sed pagan tomb, although it of course seems suggested 
by apiiearanccs. I'hc Byzantine custom of forming churches amongst the 
cavcrn.s of a quaiTy seems to have been very i)opular at certain period.s of church 
history in the Levant, and there are of course numerous examples of actually 
rock-cut churches and chapels, llie custom of intramural interment was also 
at one lime prevalent in the Orthodox (diurch, although it seems to have died 
out for more than a century. The numerous little churches amongst the quar¬ 
ries of Cj'prus, which as a rule are somewhat roughly executed, taking the form 
of little more than a cavern with plastered and painted ceiling and walls, have 
frequently a tomb of some long forgotten worthy in the floor or just outside the 
enti ance. The chief reason for assuming that the Lambousa example was origin¬ 
ally a pagan tomb w^ould be becau-se the entrance is sideways to the altar. 

the foregoing notes have been written with the particular object in view of 
drawing attention to some interesting archaeological features of the Levant, and 
to the yet unexplained problems they present. The Romans were, without 
doubt, the greatest patrons of the art of the (inarryman and rock-cutter ever 
known in the Levant, lo the ‘age of the Antonines’ are ascribed the cul¬ 
minating tours de forcr of the Baalbek masonry', and perhaps the rock-cuttings at 
Petra. But considering that in Europe there arc no such colossal monuments of 
the Roman Empire, we must sup])Ose that the scale on which the Roman work 
of the Levant was c.xccuteil must have been due to some racial peculiarity of 
the workmen employed, some .special aptitude on their part for the cutting and 
moving of such immense blocks of stone. It would be interesting to discover 
what race possessed this facult)'. 

Another very curious problem remains unsolved * how were the ‘ kokim' 
executed in the rock ? how did the workman use his tools, and what tools, within 
a space mcjisuring usually 6 ft. by 2 ft. by 2 ft.? The ' kokim' arc in fact the 
greatest enigma in the matter. They are certainly dearly defined as Jewish by all 
authorities, .ind seem a peculiarity of the Jews under the Ronuin Empire. Their 

' The ntagnihceni Hy2aiiijnc silver treasure belonging to the late Mr. Pierponl Morgan w'as founri 
within tills rork-cui church (at the bottom of the wclll in 1905. 
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frequent occurrence all over Cyprus, and more especially in such a Greek 
colony as Poli, is particularly interesting. If the tombs at Nea Paphos are 
Semitic there is a probability that the Greek Doric ornamentation was adopted 
in the same way as the Roman ‘ Composite ’ was clumsily copied in the Adiabene 
tomb, Jerusalem. 

Any description of the tombs of Cyprus seems to suggest some reference 
to their fate at the hands of the archaeologists and treasure-seekers of past times. 
Dr. Ross, the German traveller who visited Cyprus in 1852, says: 

‘ Although the impression that the search made by Europeans for ruins, inscriptions, 
and other antiquities is directed merely to the discovery of hidden treasure, is one spread 
more or less among the peoples of the East, yet I have never found this illusion so general, 
so deeply rooted, and so offensive as in Cyprus. It appears to be a fact that only a few years 
since persons came from Italy, reding on the evidence of old family papers, and searched 
in Nicosia for treasures alleged to have been buried there. It is no less a fact that among 
some of the consular agents exist the most exaggerated ideas of the treasures to be found 
here, and some of these gentlemen have now and then gone out with divining rods in 
search of them. One such agent, a Corsican, living at Limassol, is constantly hunting for 
inscriptions at Amathus and Paphos j he breaks up most of them — understanding nothing 
of their meaning—under the illusion that gold is hidden in the stones.’^ 

The famous Cesnola with his ‘ Treasure of Curium ’, Ceccaldi, Lang, and 
others, carried on a trade in ‘ Antikas' during the latter part of the nineteenth 
century which has hardly been paralleled elsewhere in the world. Cesnola 
claims to have opened 2,000 tombs at Larnaca, 1,500 at Dali, and unrecorded 
numbers in other parts of the island. The Cypriots were trained into considering 
this a branch of industry, and antiquities from the graves were—and are even 
now—exported like sacks of potatoes or carob beans. This trade may be 
traced back to Venetian times. Lusignano in his Chovograffia, 1572, refers to 
‘ molte anticaglie et cose preciose nelle sepulture di essi antichi; le quali sepol- 
ture sono fatte a modo di camere sotto terra; et non h da quattro anni, ower sei, 
che hanno trovato un Re quasi intiero ’. 


^ Cobham’s translation. 
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V . — Notes on the *Pnsoit of Saint Caflutrine’ at Sa/aniis in Cyprus. 
By Prof. John L. MvRts, F.S.A. 


Read T7th December, 1914. 


f ire ‘ Prison of Saint Catharine * Is an ancient monument on die outskirts of 
the ruins of Salamis. on the easi coast of Cyprus. It consists of two i:hambers, 
of which the inner, rectang’ular with ^blc roof east-to-west and door at one end, 
is cut out of a single lilock of limestone, and roofed with another, which projects 
slightly above the modem surface of the ground. The junction of the two blocks 
is about half-way up the grible roof. The outer chamber is much larger and lies 
transversely to the inner,with its long axis north and south, and the inner chamber 
door in the middle of its we.st wall. Nearly opposite in the east wall is the outer 
entrance, approached from ground-level by a descent of rough steps, between 
walls of large squared masonry, now much damaged. The walks of the outer 
chamber consist of enormous upright slabs, crowned by a massive cornice, of a 
wide cavetto between two fiUcts, of which the upper projects considcraldy be¬ 
yond the lower. On this comice rests a semicircular vault of very large stones, 
the largest of which arc set on end and occupy Jis much as a third of the vault. 
Within, they are carefully dre.ssed, like the wall surfaces, but outside they were 
left rough, and have suffered further damage from expjosure. They w’ere not, 
however, intended to be seen, for there arc remains of an outer casing of massive 
squared masonry, con.sisting of a cornice below, of the same profile as that of the 
vaulted chamber ; and over this a plinth of three courses, the upper and lower 
plain, the middle bearing a simple cyma moulding, convex above. One course 
of the wall face is traceable still above the plinth, about half-way up the vault. 
The ends of the vault above the cornice are filled with rough walling, mostly 
recent, but including a number of .stones from the plinth. A breach in the north 
wall ser\*es as an entrance now, with a modern flight of steps. The building is 
now buried up to the level of the cornice and the great roof-slab, in .1 low mound; 
but the natural ground-level is only about a metre lower. 
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I he ‘ Prison of Saint Catharine' has been repeatedl)' discussed by travellers. 
Pococke described it in his Travels (London, 1745. ii, p. 215) as ‘a cliapel... and 
there seems to have been a tomb in itbut the fiist detailed account of it is that 
of Max Ohnefajsch-Richtcr, dated April. 1883, and translated from the German 
by Mr. (.. I). Cobham in the yonrnal of Hellenti Studies (London, f883), iv', 
pp. 112-16, pis. .xxxiii—iv: the only published plans l)efore those given by- 
Mr. Jeffciy* in the present volume ot ^drchneoloffci. ( )ther references, summarized 
by Ohncfalsch-Kiehter, are as follows: L. Ross. Arctuwohgischc Zeihinq, 1851, 
p. 328. ‘a Phoenician tomb*; Unger and Ivotschy,/bV//«<•/Cj'/cr//, Vienna, 1865! 
P' 5 . 3 .S. ‘ a Cyclopean wcll-temple'; L.P. di Cesnola. Cyprus (p. 171, German edition 
1879), ‘a Phoenician toml)'; A. P. di Cesnola. Salamima. London. 1882, p. 2, * part 
ot the ancient wall, bounding the interior area of the harbour’. 

Ohnefalsch-Richter(p.i 15) believed the buihling'to belong to a “Temenos” 
which was in communication with one of the principal gates in the western W'all 
ofSalamis'; the‘purpose and u.se of the building* he believed to have been 
‘(1) a spring or well house. (2) a temple or sanctuary-, perhaps also a tomb,(^) a 
tre^isurc house, and place of refuge in time of war or trouble*. He found the 
principal entrance 'all but filled up with earth and .stones, among them a large 
one marked P in his plan. ‘ which once decorated the portal* (p. 113). This stone 
is described as bearing 'an ornament of .semilunar shape on a square ground*. 

I n his reconstniction (/.r., fig. 7) it is conjecturally replaced. He noted that the 
lintel of the door was ‘ evidently hollowed out with reference to some mechanism 
for closing the door from within and in the belief that this door ‘could be dosed 
only from within' (p. 113), he inferred that 'the inmates then must have been 
watching a treiisurc...or barricading themselves from an enemy*,and that the 
building • was not a tomb only. Dead men cannot close a dex^r’ (p. j 16); but he 
add.s, ‘what this mechanism was. I do not pretend to have discovered*. Though 
he (juotes the stone groove for a portcullis in the doorway of the PhancromJni 
Chapel at Larnaca, he docs not seem to hav-c noticed the portcullis stone at 
St Catharine’s, and represents its lower edge, in his section of the doonvay” as 
part of the outer lintel. He .shows the late end walls in the state in which ihey 
are now; the present entrance and staircase were in use (p. 114) though the stair¬ 
case is not indicated in his plan; and the ‘ well' seen by U nger and Kotschy in 1861 
wiis ‘ covered with earth in 1883 11 is described (p. n 3) as ‘ of square form, built 

round with well-cut stones of different sizes *. In 1913 this ‘ well * was again quite 
covered with earth, which has raised the floor some inches above its level in 
1883. Both in 1861 and in 1883, this ‘well*was of more account than now 
Unger and Kot.schy took the temj)eratureof the watcrfio’ R6umiur)and believed 
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that ‘the building \va-s purposely ereeted over the spring'. ()hnctalsch-RidUer 
‘pointed out the same I'ae.t concerning the ancient tomb called “ Ibagia Phane- 
rom(^ni" near Larnaca’ (p. 113), and thought that at St. Catharine's ‘the spot 
w:is no doubt chosen as well tor the excellent .sj>ring as for the natural sandstone 
rock which crops u|) here like an island, an<l out of which the inner chamber was 
hewn ’ (p. 115). 

Both these conjectures rest on defective obsenation. In the lirst place, the 
spring i-s deficient, or at most seasonal. In November 1913, after ex(:ej)tionally 
early and heavy aututnn rain.s, the floor, though muddy. wa.s not lloodeil; the 
peasants had nothing to say about an ‘excellent spring', and there really does 
not seem to be more water than would accumulate from surface drainage into 
so large a cavity. Further, the natural rock of the neighbourhood is not sand¬ 
stone but a shelly limestone, and though the limestone of the^ e^scaqmient beyond 
Enkomi, almut two miles westward, is massive enough to yield great blocks like 
tho.se of St. Catharine^, it ought not to be assumed that this thick l)cd underlies 
this part of the plateau; there has certainly been a good deal of wcalhei ing an<l 
solution, and the nearest exposures, in tomb shafts farther south and south-west, 
show a thinner bedded rock of inferior quality. The large cubical mass ol lime¬ 
stone containing a late chambci -tomb, a few yards south of St. Catharinc’.s proves 
nothing either way. lor although, in [913. we cleared its back wall to the level ot 
the loculi ot the tomb, about ten feet from the surface, we unfortunately did not 
probe the soft rubbish which still lay l.)elow us, to cletermine the relation of the. 
tomb-block to that on which it stood. At the Phaneromeni Chapel, on the other 
hand, where the tomb-block has been completely exposed,it is certain that whereas 
the cvivity in which it stands is excavated in a Icrnigiuous breccia, the monolithic 
inner chamber and Ihe remaining half of tlie roof of the other are <A a massive 
limestone very like that of St. Catharinc'.s, and that these great blocks must 
have been (piarritrd elsewhere ,ind transported tor some di.stance. And in the 
shaft which wa.s .sunk in 1913 immediately outside the north-west angle of the 
large chamber, we found under the original level, two metres below the [)rescnt 
mound-surfacc, nothing but an undisturbed marl, like that which underlies the 
thick limestone in the escarpment at Hnkoini, 

The monument has been used for a long while as a chapel and a gap in llie 
north end ser\'e.s as the modem entrance (pi. XXII, fig. i). It has an annual 
festival; the winter drainage-water on the floor wa.s formerly believed to be 
a .spring! the thorn-bushes near it arc sacred to .St. (!atharinc, and must not be 
harmed; and in 1913 I found one srnjill bush covered w ith rags, such as one sees 
about saint.s' tombs in the Near E^ist. About a quarter of a mile away to the west 

voi, m i. A a 
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«‘"'^'“‘'7-.com|.lttely destroyed, cxcei)t a few votive terra- 
(.ottus inciiciiting a femrilc <leity. 

Mr. Jewry's ;,ccouni of the monument couples it with the tombs of larirc 

.Tile”"'?’)!?, ^ •' T” ' if "f "''"‘'h of Gracco-Roman 

m nolith- i ‘Koval Tomb'at Eolitiko in Cyprus, and the 

monolithn. and mcgalithic chambers of Amrit and Schv.'m (.Siloam) are cert-iinlv 
Oder; .and inCjprus itself built chamber-tomlis with H.ai or gabled rools of laree 

The^iw h'v/'’'-’ Rnkomi. only two miirinS 

The British Mascums fieople who excavated at Enkomi in 1806 thouirht that 
•St. Cathannes was • .Mycen.acan The earth and stones which iSeH he 
ancient entrance were moved under the direction of .Mr. feffm' in an^a 
Idtie eoaservation and probing w.as done on beh.alf of the Cymmli h^um in 

November 1913. in connexion with further excavation at Enkomi, Of work 
a leUiilcd re|.)ort is appended (sec Appendix). 

I he now facts which have been established bv recent wnrL- -irtrl»-• • i 

(3) ^marked PmOhnefaIsch-RirhtHr'«rifn...;« -..t 

rear (aid of a semicircular vault over the cntrince ^ 

standing arch of this kind ovc° tL"w 3 f 

vertical .sides and a tnouldcd cornice in g^d h"'" C‘h' 

h.as late (iraeco-Roman mouldings on its face stands free oh atch, which 
been destroyed from about it. in front of the fayade. witt hlirSclnme^ 

‘ |j. 171, 
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either by a P-stone or by any kind of bonding. An earlier tomb, at Amrit in 
Phoenicia, published by Renan {Mission en Phenicie, pi. xvii), has a gable-roofed 
antechamber over the entrance, but this is at some distance from the facade, and 
communicates with the tomb by a tunnel; so it is not a very close parallel. Apart 
from these, there is usually no protection of the entrance to chamber-tombs in 
Syria or in Cyprus. And no one has yet found any stones from such an entrance 
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Fig. I. The Prison of St Catharine: plan and elevation of entrance. 

vault; or explained how it was adjusted to the entrance staircase, which begins 
less than a metre (085 m.) from the outer face of the doorway, and when it was 
complete would reach the ground-level only about four metres from it. 

(4) In the course of small clearances round the outside of the monument we 
have found that the blocks of the external cornice, as well as the masonry of the 
facade, are set in the same cement as the rubble filling; that where the present 
mound surface rises towards the cap-stone of the inner chamber, the cornice is 
omitted, and the lowest course of the plinth rests on rubble cement; that similar 
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rubble cement, containing larger unhewn stcnes, seals clown the cap-stone along 
its three exposed edges; and that the upright slabs of the vaulted chamber have 
a backing of rubble cement with large stones, filling the space between their 
outer surfaces and the sloping side of the cavity in which the monument is built. 
The material in which this cavity is cut is apparently not limestone, as has been 
commonly supposed, but a tough sandy marl like that in wTich the Late Minoan 
tombs at Enkomi are found. The great block in which the inner chamber is cut 
is therefore probably not tn situ, but has been brought from elsew^here like the 
similar but ruder monument near Larnaca known as the Phanerom^ni (Annun¬ 
ciation) Chapel, which is of a similar limestone and lies in a cavity cut out of a 
ferruginous breccia. The nearest source for such a block is the escarpment 
overlooking the Minoan necropolis at Enkomi; and this escarpment comes 
round under Enkomi village, descending gently towithin a mile of St. Catharine’s 
No monument m Cyprus can be compared with the ‘ Prison of St Catharine ’ 
for the size of its masonr>^ or the grandeur of its design. But two other rock- 
chambers illustrate some of its peculiarities. The ‘ Annunciation Chapel ’ (Asia 
Phauerouieni) close to Larnaca has a monolithic inner chamber, wfith a portcullis 
door and an outer chamber with w'alls of fine squared masonry supporting: a 
single massive roof-slab, 4I metres wide, and covering 3I metres of the original 
length of the tomb. I he Phaneromdni, like the ‘Prison of St. Catharine’ is 
set m a deep excavation (vertical-sided, how'ever, because it is cut in a compact 
breccia) large enough to admit w^orkmen while the monolith was being moved 
into place; and probably it was protected eventually by a packing of rubble in 
cement like that at St. Catharine’s. The Phanerom^ni lies in a part of the out- 
skii ts of Lcynacc^W'hich yields Graeco-Roman tombs, and is so far from the older 
par of ancient Kition as to be probably of late date. There is, however, nothing 
m the design or w’orkmanship of the Phanerom^ni to give direct indication of 
age. Mere rudeness of w'orkmanship counts for little, particularly as the internal 
frr.T better dressed than the others; and as this is the wall least 

1 'ely to have been altered, if an attempt was made later to enlarge the chamber 
or to probe Its walls for treasure, it is probable that the bad workmanship iHate 
But even the low curved profile of the outer ceiling is of a common Graeco 
Roman foriTi and the traces of mortar betw^een the blocks of the masonry support 
this date. If leave could be obtained to excavate what is left of the^orig^nal 
ent ance, a the far end of the cavity in which the Phaneromeni stands hs con¬ 
tents might help to settle the age of the monument. 

A simiky mass of limestone lies a few yards to the south of St. Catharine’s and 
contains a chamber-tomb ot late form, with a full-length niche on each sil,’and 
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two iocttfi {or AvA'hn) in the side opposite the door. ‘I'hese may be later additions, 
as they break out throujjh the surface of the mass and are made up with slabs 
in the dt^hris packcnl about it. One of them contained a late Graeco-Roman 
burial in a terra-cotta coffin. Here,too, tliough the niches arc probably an aildition 
to the original plan, there wa,s nothing to suggest that any part of the tomb i.sof 
earlier than Roman date. A single piece of ( .'ypriote geometrical pottery, of the 
eighth or ninth century, from the disturbed .soil round ihi.s U)mb,])roves no more 
as to its age than the fr.igments of similar fabric from the .surface soil at St. 
Catharine's. This block, like the Phanerom^ni, and St. Catliarine’s Prison itself. 
doc-S not .seem to be in st/n, but .stands embedded in loose earth and rubble, 


probably the filling of a similar cavity. 

Yet another chambered mass of limestone lies a few yards soiith-wc.st of tliis 
one with its upper surface almost level with the grountl. The chamber has been 
plunden^d, and as yet no attempt has been made to explore its outside. 

Ihe side of the cavity at .St. Catharine's slopes inw.ards, probably to make 
a firmer edge over which to slide Uie great slabs into their place. The marl in 
which it Ls cut .seemed to be quite undisturbed, and the only indication of date 
was given by one small bowl-handle of Graeco*Phoenician ware, not later than 
the sixth ccntur}\ and perhaps a good deal earlier, us this style only changed 
slowly during the Early Iron iVge. ‘i hi.s fragment w.as found adhering to the 
mass of rubble cement, below the original giound level. The Inulding of the 
moniunent therefore cannot be placed earlier than the Early Iron i\gc. though 
it may, so far as this evi<lence goes, be later. Minoan date w.is in any case made 
improbable by the discovery in 1913 that not only the nccroj>oli.s but the actual 
.settlement belonging to this ;ige was on and below the escarpment already 
mentioned, beyond Hnkomi. fully two miles awa)'. I he llcllcnie Salaniis seems 
to be a quite distinct foundation, of the Early Iron /\ge. A vciy similar change 
of site took place also at Kition, where the Minoan remains arc round the .Salt 


Lake, south-east of Old Lamaca. while the Early Iron Age settlement is under 
Bamboula Hill to the west, facing, like Hellenic .Sal.imis. into the open sea on 
a small inlet of it. 

Positive evidence as to the dale of St. Catharine's is only <jfiered by five 
features: the form of the inner chamlier, the portcullis door, the vaulted roof, 
tlie profile of the fa^'ade, and the gre.al cornice. 

(1) Take first ihe.form of the inner chamber. Tombs of finely dras.sejl masoniy'. 
willi stone (loons, are known in several necropoleis in Cyprus and in Syria. On 
the mainland they are usually found violated, or contaminated by rc-buri;il. In 
Cyprus they begin in the Late Minoan necropolis at Hnkomi, with corbel vault- 
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ing and flat slabs, very like the construction suggested by the inner chamber at 
St. Catharine’s, Later there are corbelled barrel-vaults, gable roofs of tilted 
slabs, and flat roofs relieved by a corbelled dome of rougher masonry. These 
built tombs cannot be dated exactly, but a gabled tomb at Amathus is shown 
by the encroachments of a fifth-century neighbour to be at least as early as that. 
The barrel-roofed tombs may be later than the gabled ones, if the late date of 
barrel-roofs in the rock-cut tombs is any guide. 

(2) Next, we have to consider the stone portcullis. One such tomb at Amathus 
had a stone door, turning on a pivot (B.M. Excavations in Cyprus, 1899), and part 
of such a door is known from Sidon (Renan, Mission en Phenicie, pi. xlv, 4, 5, 6). 
The Phanerom(^ni Chapel at Larnaca has a grooved doorway with a slit in the 
roof, for a portcullis to be let down from outside; a portcullis tomb at Ras- 
el-Ekra near Amw^ls (Emmaus) in Judaea is figured by Clermont Ganneau, 
Archaeological Researches in Palestine, ii, p. 94. This tomb is Graeco-Roman, or 
at least much altered in late times: a nearer parallel to St. Catharine’s is sup¬ 
plied by a tomb at Selwan (Siloam) in Judaea which has two grooves for sliding 
doors, but has lost its slabs (Clermont Ganneau, Arch. Res. i, pp. 317-18). This 
tomb belongs to the same necropolis as the monolithic chamber which will be 
quoted below, and probably belongs to the time of the Jewish Monarchy: not 
later therefore than the first years of the sixth century. The portcullis door is 
evidently no clear evidence as to age: it occurs at several periods, 

(3) The vaulted roof carries out an arch construction, which is exceedingly 
rare before Roman times, in a style and with materials which suggest at first sight 
that ordinary arch construction was unfamiliar to the builders, and that they 
were trying an experiment based on acquaintance with the mechanics of the gable 
roof of tilted slabs: the cylindrical form of the interior being perhaps suggested 
by the cylindrical corbel vaults, though the date of these in Cyprus is uncertain. 
But the semicircular inner surface of the stones is truly cut, and is of the same 
quality as the other fine masonr>^ of the monument. Note that the only other 
example of the cornice moulding is from a gable-roofed tomb at Larnaca, 
published by Ohnefalsch-Richter in 1883 {y-H.S. iv, pi. xxxiv, 6), but now 
destroyed. 

The vaulted roof raises at once the large question of the history of the arch 
in the Nearer East. Only a summary of the evidence can be attempted here. 
No one doubts that in Roman times the use of the arch spread rapidly over the 
whole extent of the Mediterranean world, and that magnificent examples of 
arched masonry are found in Syria and Palestine. No one doubts, either, that 
the arch was known, though only occasionally used, usually for subterranean 
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vaulting, in Egypt from the Third Dynasty both in brick and in stone: and in 
Babylonia, in brick, from almost as early a period. On the other hand, Cre<.*k 
builders work without arches, with a few disputed exceptions. For subterranean 
work, and for openings t(K) wide to be spanned by a single block, the corbelled 
‘ false arch ’ is used regularly, from early Minoan times onwanls, both in Greece 
itself, in the islands, and in Asia Minor, where Sf)me of the Carian corbel-vaults 
arc ol large dimensions.' It is in the Lev'anl that the evidence is perplexing. 
In Cypnis, rock-tomb.s with a barrel-vault like those round the Turabi U ckc at 
I.amacxi* seem to be always of late Roman date: even in Ptolemaic times rock- 
tombs have only a slightly curved roof, and tombs of the Hellenic: pt:rio(l seem 
to have been usually cut nearly horizontal above, though the middle of the root 
has oftem weathered more than the sides. Built tombs arc not uncommon in 
Cyprus, but few of them arc of known cLite, as nearly .all that arc* knc.)wn have 
lx:cn plundered. Some have a flat roof of slabs ; some a gable roof of two sets 
of slabs propi>ing each other; others have corbel vaults, trimmed to a gable- 
shape, like those at XyloU'rabou, ora barrel-shape, like that at Liimaca. It has 
been commonly supposed that the flat roofs and gables are mainly Ht*llenicancl 
Cracco-Phoenician, and that lice cylinder-shaped roofs arc Hellenistic or ( iracco- 
Roman. Mr. jeflery alone claims one Lamaca tomb as a Minoan siu^’ival 
(p. T70 above). 

On the mainland, tlie ‘ talxrrnacli* ‘ tomb at Amrit has its monolithic' roof cut 
to a cylindncal <-avity ; ihcr numolithic chamber at Siloam has the same. Boili 
havc^ tlicc sumc» kind of cxDmicc as St. Catharine’s, but neither can be dated. 

'Hie great stone vaults at low levels in Jerusalem are now gcinenilly reg^irded 
as Ciracco-Roman; but as they consist of regularly planned quoin.s usually dressed 
with a inarginnl draft, the)' are not very close panillels to the nidc mcgalithic 
structure of .St. Catharines. We ciin draw from them no conclusion as to date. 

(4) Eor the facade, and external profile of St, Cailiarine’s, there* are now scime 
fresh observaUoris. 

In the ])lans in the Journal of IfeUcuic Siutiies, iv, ]>!. xxxiii-iv, no trace ol 
llie ancient facade of the monument Is recorded, and a pyramicl;d .su|)erstaicture 
is suggested, on the .uKilogy of corbel-vaulted tombs at Xylotymbou. But thc;.se 
tombs have no arcrh within; their steji-pmAlc results only from the undressed 
outer edges of the corbel-vault courses; and they W'erc designed,as Ohnefalsch- 
Ricrhlcr admits, to be co\’c:rc:cl with earth. They had not in fact any super¬ 
structure at all. 

• Paton aiul Myres. 7 //.S., xm’. pp. 245 54. 

* .Myrts, J.ll.S; xvii, p 163. 
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There is, however, a considerable fragment of ancient fagade still in place 
at St. Catharine’s. It forms part of the east face, a little south of the entrance. 
It consists of the following members: 

(1) At the base, and apparently at the ground level, or only a little above 
it, is a replica of the great cornice of the inside, set back to back with this on top 
of the upright wall-slabs. Another block of this external cornice stands nearly 
in place north of the entrance, and two fragments of another (see p. 192 below) 
lie at a little distance. I he L-shaped holes in the projecting upper edge of 
this cornice seem to have been made for the purpose of tetheringf animals at the 
festival. 

(2) Above this cornice stands a plain course, set flush with the outer face of 
the wall-slabs and with the concavity of the cornice. 

(3) Above the plain course is a simple reversa, sliofhtly quirked below 
over a plain fillet. 

(4) ^ hen comes another plain fillet course, which seems to have projected 
slightly beyond the face of course 3, but is much decayed and perhaps displaced 
as well. 

(5) Then begins the vertical wall of the superstructure, of blocks on edge 
set back well behind course 4. Only one course is preserved, but it would take 
at least two more to come level with the crown of the vault. Above this, 
Mr. Jeffery is probably right (p. 172) in restoring a prominent cornice, though 
conjectures may differ as to its profile. 

Whether there was any pyramid or other crown to the monument, cannot 
be determined now. 

The whole of this fagade rests on the outer edge of the great wall-slabs, and 
all but the great cornice stands clear of the vault stones behind it. The inter\'al 
is filled with large rubble, set in the same cement as was used to seal the portcullis. 
That this is part of the original construction of the fagade is clear, for it was filled 
in by successive layers, to the level of each course of the fagade, and roughly 
paved at these levels with flat pieces of limestone. Large patches of the 
same rubble cement adhere to the vault-stones above the entrance, and else¬ 
where. 

From the position and dimensions of the wall-slabs, there can be little doubt 
that the same fagade was repeated at each end of the building; and there are a 
number of worked blocks from it in the present filling of the north end, approxi¬ 
mately in their original positions; but they are ill-fitted, and have perhaps been 
replaced. Certainly the upper part was much repaired not long ago by a mason 
named Florenzos from Agios Sergios village, who was an elderly man when he 
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visited our excavations in 1913. At the south end, the whole of the walling seems 
to be modern. 

This facade, as will be seen, gets part of its effect by slight projections and re¬ 
treat of plain courses, which is a common feature of the masonry of Syria; and part 
by the use of a cyma reversa, with the convexity uppermost and nearest to the 
wall face, and the concavity slightly quirked below. On buildings which carry 
mouldings like the great cornice, I can find no example of this kind of cyma, 
either in plinth or in cornice; but the other cyma, with the concave next to the 
wall face, occurs twice in cornices on built tombs at Amrit, which are associated 
with the monolithic and megalithic tombs already mentioned, and fall within 
the same phase of style and workmanship.* This, however, need not surprise 
us, for this cyma is the regular profile for capitals in the Late Minoan age, and 
survives here, only slightly modified, round the eastward colonization area, just 
as it survives in Etruscan architecture westward. The cyma of the plinth at 
St. Catharine’s is,however, itself one which does not seem to appear in the Levant 
until the Graeco-Roman period, and then is ubiquitous. It is difficult, there¬ 
fore, to believe that the fagade of St. Catharine’s is of earlier than Graeco-Roman 
date. But was the fagade affixed later, with the cement filling already mentioned 
(p. 188), to a vaulted tomb of earlier date ? The answer to this question is given 
by the internal cornice. 

This great cornice has a quite different history. It consists of a concave 
member between two fillets, the upper of which projects considerably beyond 
the other. Both fillets seem to have been originally flat; this is best seen where 
the moulding returns into the wall, at a misfit in the south end—but they are so 
much damaged that they often have the appearance of a fonts moulding. The 
curve is not quite uniform, and is usually elliptical, of shorter radius above than 
below. It will be seen at once that this is not one of the regular Greek or Graeco- 
Roman mouldings.’ But it is not unique in Cyprus. A good example is figured 
in iv, pi. xxxiv, 6, from a gable-roofed chamber-tomb in Old Larnaca, 

now destroyed ; and it is common in the masonry of the Syrian coast. It belongs 
to a series ultimately copied from an Egyptian cornice of conventional papyrus 
foliage which, though rare before the Eighteenth Dynasty, becomes habitual in 
the Ramessid age and persists till Roman times. In Syria and Palestine it 
passes through a fairly clear series of changes which can be dated approximately 
at several points. 

The earliest datable example is a door-jamb from Tell-el-Hesy (Lachish) 


' Renan, Mission en Plienicie, pis. xiv, xvi. 
B b 
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which is assigned by Prof. Flinders Petrie { 7 'e/M-//esy, p. 26) to the ninth or 
tenth century. I he torus moulding at the base is narrow, the cavetto decreases 
in radius from below upwards, and turns over beyond the horizontal lino, meet¬ 
ing the upper lillei, which is nanow and prominent, at an acute angle. On the 
monolithic chamber at .Siloam, which cannot well be later than 600 n.c. and may 
be earlier, the torus is still narrow, the cavetto undercut, and the fillet narrow an<l 
prominent. On several chamber-tombs at Amrit (which seem to be colleciively 
about the same period; one of them has the Rgy'ptian parapet ofsnakes 
above the cornice) the torus is wider, and the cavetto is of narrower radius 
l>elow than above, and is not undercut. Ilerc tlie fillet is still narrow: but on 
the carved sarcophagus from Athit^nu in Cyprus, in the Metropolitan Museum 
ot Art. New \'ork (no. 1364 of my Hamihoolc to the Crmola Colled ion, 1914) the 
toru.s and fillet are widened at the expense of the cavetto, which i.s also of much 
larger radius, and meets the fillet at a larger angle This sarcophagus is securely 
dated by its archaic Greek reliefs to the beginning of the filth century. Then 
on a Punic tombstone from Sulcis in Sardinia (V^ Crespi, Catahgo, pl.'i, fig. i)‘ 
not earlier than the fifth century, and perhaps a good deal later, we have the 
decadence; and in a fragmentar>' altar from Phoenicia, published by Renan 
{Mission, p. 162). the cavetto i.s alm(.>st flat, and the torus is replaced by a western 
moulding of three members, dying out into the wall face in characteristic Greek 
fashion. 1 n this senes the great cornice at St Catharine’s finds its momhological 
place among the middle group represented by the chamber-tombs at Amrit* 
and It would be difficult to believe that it was of much later date than these’ 
if It were not for three other considerations: (i) that the cavetto cornice persists 
m Egypt until Roman times; (2) that it is copied in the Temple of Isis at Pom¬ 
peii which cannot be much (if at all) earUer than the first century a d • and 
(3) that It IS used in conjunction with debased volute capitals (imitated from’ such 
as stand m the rock-tombs at Politiko) in two late monuments in Punic Africa, 
the Mausoleum of I'huggv which is commonly assigned to the first or second 
century ac, and the so-called Medracen or ‘ Tomb of King Juba which may 
be as late as the Augustan Age. These probably carry with them the cornice 
of the ‘ancient house’ in Malta;* the almost purely Egyptian door^vays of the 


fig. 262. 


• J have only seen the reprodiiciton in PciTol-Chif>icz. iii, fig. 233. 

* Pbyfair, TntV 4 Js in the Footsteps of Bruce, London, 1877: rep 


reproduced in Pcrroi-Chiplez, iii. 


*® 73 - 4 . PP. 3^-53. |> 1 . vii: dc la Blanchcre, Dc Re pc Juba 
J^>b<tefiUo, I an.s, 1883. pp. 65 7; Pcrrot-Clu’picz, iii, pp. 374-6. * 

,, dfs Iks iU Siak, ik Matte, et dc Lipari, Parts. 1702-7. iv nl 2«»- 

IVrrot-Chipiez, m. fig. 261. ' ' ^50. 
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rock-tombs of Medain Salih in North Arabia; ‘ and an altar with Graeco-Roman 
inscription from Phoenicia ® which might otherwise have passed as older than 
its dedication. From the western examples it is in any case clear that this 
ancient-looking cornice passed into rare use in architecture of the Graeco- 
Roman Age. 

There remains therefore no feature of the ‘Prison of St. Catharine’ which 
can be regarded as indisputably earlier than the Christian era; and probably 
Mr. Jeffery is right in associating this monument neither with the Cypro- 
Mycenaean nor with the Graeco-Phoenician group of ‘ built tombs but with 
the Graeco-Roman. 

’ Euting, Nabatdische Inschriften aus Arabien, Berlin, 1885, p. 16; Perrot-Chipiez, iii, fig. 179. 

^ Renan, Mission cn Phenicie, pi. 22; cf. p. 162; Perrot-Chipiez, iii, fig. 78. 
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APl’ENDIX. 


OnCRATIOKS t'NUEKTAKEN ON ItlillALE OF TllK CvrKl’.i MuSEUM AT St. CATIIAKINt'S PKiSON, 

IN November. 1913. 

liN the course of excavations in the Minoau necropolis near F.nkomi, of which a rei)ort 
IS m preparation, the oppormniiy was given for a few tlays work at * St. Catharines Prison * 
with the object (1) of completing the clearance of the ancient entrance bogun by Mr. Jeffery 
III 1912 ; (2) of determining iJie ancient ground^level ami some details of consirucUon; (3) of 
securing the monument against risk of damage by rain-water, .aiid by unnecessary wear and tear 
during Its annual tetival. 1 he work was done by villager.s from Eiikomi, under my m rsonal 
suiwyision, with the assistance of Mr. Mcmilaos Merkedes. Keeper of the Cyprus Museum, 
and Mr. L. M. 1). Iluxioii, ol Exeter College, O-xford. 

(u) Cnnsii-.utdon Tcork muul W andenf futr.xnu. We hegim by clearing the si.les of the 
dromos, and biiill a retaining-wall on each side, a little in rear of the face of the oriL'inal 
side walls, so as to exhibit the old masonry wherever it is presci*ved. On the souili side 
two larp- fallen blocks were m a dangerous position alx^ve the doorwav. One of these (t) the 
original place of which was not certain, wa.s removed to a s.ifc U-d on the ancient rubble 
masonry above ihe doorway. The other (2), which was found to be part of a large block from 
the facade, was uiulcrpinneil with dry walling, where it lay. The large fallen block (\), which 
hes in Ironi of the facade south of the doonvay, seems to give some support tf» the facade, ami 
was therefore left where it stands; for further .seeurily. another bUxik (A belonging to the facade 
W'as set against it, and the fafadc was carefully imderjiinned wiili nibble. This rwrt of the 
monument ought to be examined at intervals, for further signs of subsidence, or damage /rt*m 
vycather. Ihe heap of debris, which had been thrown up south of the doorwav in the recent 
clearance of the dromos. was entirely removed. A large piece fO of the'nreai stone P 
it. Ohn.fal«l,.Ricl,.CT', draainga {y’H. S.. .883. ,.l. ; and' .0 was^fotmdTn ,hL 

tlibris and has been fitted to tlie other lialf (6), which iie_s nearly in front of the entrance Two 
other large stones (7, 8). jurtl) embedded in the earUi a little to the north-east of die entrance 
were found to Ik parts of a .single block from the great cornice, and were fitted together* h 
was not -safe to set them upright on their original down-side, because their lowc^ inoiddintr ^ 
broken away, so they he on their backs near the monument. ^ 

At die south-east corner, a large ^mice-block (y) has fallen forward, but still stands partlv 
011 Its bed. J he original position of this stone is ipiite certain, and if it were repbeed the 
api>carancc of the fayadc would lie much improved on this side. It was not possible with the 
means at our dis|x>sal to do this : hut it could easily be adjusted with simple tackle and a larger 
force of workmen. The su^esiion wa.s made to me that at the annual festival there would be 
abundance of labour available, if a skilled sU|)OriiUciident could l>e sent at that time. 

(^) /uvi's/i^ra/tou of l/,t aucwil rubhU ami isatcnl. I'he displacement of this block (u) rave 
opportunity to examine the ancient setting of the stones, which we found to be in a la\*& of 
gypsum cement, very white and hard. It fills the horizontal courses, and in part ali the 
vertical joints : and the same cement is used to consoliilate the rubble filling between the 
facade and the great arch-stones behind it. Careful examination of die nibble above the andent 
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Fig. t. The Prison of St. Catharine : north end, showing the modern breach which serves 
as an entrance and remains of outer masonry and plinth. Exca%mtions in the rubble filling 
outside the monument were made afterwards at a. 



Fig. 2. The Prison of St. Catharine : south-west corner, showing the remains of the outer masonry and 
the out-fallen block (i) of the ‘great comice’ below the plinth courses (2-5) 


Published by the Society oj Antiquaries oj London, 1915 
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doonvay and l>eluniJ the fni^cnt of fa9ade on ihc cast face of the inunittiicni showed that all 
litis filling is original; and iTiat il was laid in amrses level with the courses of the facade, each 
course paved with thin flat stones liefore the next was added. The significance of this gypsum 
cement is considered in the next section (r) in connexion with Uic work at the north-west 
corner. 

(<) The ancient ground-levels and methods of construetion. At tlie south-west corner, 
a large piece of llie g)’[)5um filling is well c.xpose<.l, where a block of the plain course which 
separates llie mouldings has been removed. Beyond it, on the west side, this course was buried 
in earth. Of the upper nionlding three blocks are in position, corresponding with those on the 
cast side: but on clearing the earth, we found that the great cornice is absent on the west, and 
that the plain course rests on rubble in gypsum cement, like ihai at the corner. This shows 
that the origin.-il level of the inouiul in which the monument stands was quite two feet higher 
on the west than on the cast It shows also that the side chamber, whose roof-sl.ib intcrriipus 
the plain course and upper moulding, is |)art of the original design, and tint it was intended to 
be covcreil with earth. Fnnhcr evidence of ihis is offered by the rough packing of large 
unworked sioncs, laiil against each other in two ranks in gy'psum cement along each sitie of the 
roof-slab, to protect its junction with tlie walls of llic side diainbcr. The earth at the south- 
west corner has now been replaced to ihc original level, at the foot of the plain course, and 
has been gratled alon^ the south side of the roof-sLib so as to eM> 05 e its ctige and the more 
prominent stones of it.s packing. The west and north edges of the ro<»fslah we <Hil not 
disturb, but we cut out some ihoni-buslies Ix.uh here and lictwccn some of the arch-stones. 

At the north-west corner, ihe whole of the fa^dc has been destroyed, even on the west 
side, and the packing of large strmes along the outside of the north w;ill is not orlgiiml. It 
jinjlwbly Ixlongs to the recent reconstruction of the end wall and the sill tif tlie modern 
entrance, to which reference will be made later. In tliis region the eartlien mound which 
encloses the whole monument is at Its highest; and as the outsitle of the great chanibrT c.m 
be examined Itcre below gromui-level without disturbing anything, a shaft was cut in the 
l arihcii mound, on the north sule of the north-west angle, and extended carefully towards 
the monument. 'I'he mound consist of clean earth from djc surrounding surface, with a few 
Byzantine lamps .ami other late pottei^- immediately below the turf, and a very few fragments 
of Graeco-Fhocnician pottery in the firs! half-metre. At aV/out one metre from the surface 
this clean earth passed into the same chalky subsoil as underlies the adjacent fields, and at two 
metres wc found the stiff marl (x«*'oy, ehouos) with wliicli w'e were familiar from our work in the 
necroiMjUs at Hnkoini, sloping towards the monument. In the cavity bounded by this sIo[jc 
of marl was a packing of large rubble, in g>p.siim cement, about a metre outwards from the 
great vertical slabs which form the chamber wall. This mode of construction is already 
(amiliar from the built tomb of the British Museum’s excavations at Amatlius,* where the 
masonry was erected in a similar cavity large enough for the builders to work outside as well 
as inside their w-all : then the space outside was filled with the some kind of rubble in gypsum 
cement, which v/as carried up on to the slojjcs of the gable roof. At Ainathus the profile 
of the cavity was not traced: at St. Catharine’s we have the adiled detail of an outer slope. 
This served to facilitate the descent of the grcui slalis into their place, and gave a stronger 
platform to carr>' tlicir weight when they came near the edge of the excavation. The backing 
of rubble cement, which can be traced wherever it lus been looked for around the momimcni, 
served the double puri)o.se of filling up the cavity, and of reinforcing tite upright flags again.st 
the outward thrust of the arch. 


' £xcflra/ums in Cyfrua, 1899, p.9t. 
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{(f) Conservation xvork round the modern entrance. North of the ancient doorway, towards 
the north-east corner, the whole of the outside cornice and moulded casing has been stripped 
but one large cornice-block has been replaced back to back with the inside cornice. Here the 
earth-level has been so much raised (probably by periodically casting forth rain-wash from 
the interior, through the breach which is the modern entrance) that the cornice was half buried 
and It had been necessary to obstruct the lower part of the breach with two rough steps set in 
the thickness of the wall, to keep out the surface water. The same rise of level had also 
caused a good deal of surface water to drain in the direction of the ancient entrance. With the 
double object of recovering the old ground-level, and of turning the surface water away from 
the monument, the surface soil, which contained a mass of large rubble stones, has now been 
cut away for a width of one metre from the monument, and the shallow trench thus formed has 
been made to dram northward, and is filled with rubble lightly covered with soil, level with the 
base of the cornice, and protected outwards by a low retaining wall of larger rubble. The 
stones which obstructed the lower part of the breach have been removed, a fresh rubble 
pavement has been laid in front of the breach, to take the wear and tear of footsteps and 
beyond this a small area has been cleared to the original surface-level of the mound' and 
drained at its north-east corner by a covered trench full of rubble, running due north. These 
slight alterations will make the modern entrance through the breach in the north wall both 
safer and cleaner, so long as it remains in use. If it should be decided later to use only the 
ancient door, removing the staircase, and barring the modern entrance (which should be done 
by a chain or railing m the breach, so as not to darken the interior or introduce fresh stone¬ 
work), the greater part of this area should be filled up again ; but the original earth-level should 
be observed to the north of the angle, in the same way as on the east. 

West of the modern entrance, the outside cornice was found to have been destroyed and 
replaced by a course of later stones up to the present earth-level. There is no reion for 
disturbing this. 

{e) Fencing and disposal of loose stones. The ‘ traces of other walls running southwards 
and a smaller Cyclopean structure not yet excavated,’ which were noted by Ohnefalsch-Richter 
(p. 115) were not recognizable in 1913. But a number of half-buried blocks, scattered over the 
mound and m the adjoining fields, were carefully cleared. They were all found to be merely 
loose stones from the monument, and were therefore collected and built into a rough fence 
round the site, leaving only die stone P, and a few other blocks of the largest size, standincr 
detecT^it ^"‘^’‘^^ure. This seemed the simplest way to discourage plundering, and to 


VI.— Researches at Rickmausworth: Report on Excavations 7nade in 1914 on 
behalf of the British Museum. By Reginald A. Smith, Esq., E.S.A., 
with Geological Report by Henry Dewey, Esq., F.G.S. 


Read 20th May, 1915. 


After two short seasons spent in investigating the high terrace of the 
lower Thames, it was considered desirable to examine the gravel of a tributary^ 
in order to equate if possible the various deposits in the two valleys, and to 
confirm or correct the sequence deduced from former excavations at home and 
abroad. Two sites near Rickmansworth, at and just below the junction of the 
Cade and Colne rivers, have been known for years as productive of palaeo- 
liths, and every facility was readily afforded for examining the gravel in pits 
at Croxley Green and Mill End by the respective owners, Gonville and Gains 
College, Cambridge, and Lord Rendlesham, and the lessees, the Rickmans¬ 
worth Gravel Co., Ltd., and Messrs. Horwood Bros. Leave of absence was 
granted by the Trustees of the British Museum, and nine days were devoted 
to the work in October, the means being provided from a fund under the 
control of our Vice-President, Sir Hercules Read, Keeper of the Department 
concerned. Assistance from the geological side was given unofficially by 
Mr. Dewey, of H.M. Geological Survey, who has read through the paper in 
manuscript, and contributes an appendix dealing with some of the geological 
problems involved. 

A preliminary statement as to the aims and limitations of the present 
Report will serve to concentrate attention and criticism on essential points that 
can and ought to be cleared up by further investigation in more than one 
direction. Reliance must necessarily be placed to a large extent on the latest 
published geological map of the district, and on the current classification of 
palaeolithic implements. Improvements are possible in both, but a general 
distrust of one or the other must be deprecated in favour of a frank discussion 
of difficulties that appear in the course of such investigations as those 
officially conducted for the past three seasons. Any occurrence of palaeoliths 
in reputed plateau-gravel cannot be disposed of by a wholesale rejection of 
the French classification; and the established sequence of types may outlive 
current views as to the date and origin of the plateau-spreads. 
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It would be unwise as well as unjust to overlook all that has been written 
by others with regard to the Rickmansworth gravels ; hence a short history of 
local research is necessar}^, quite apart from the general sur\'ey given in the 
geological section of the Report. For obvious reasons, extracts are given 
instead of summaries, in order to bring out the interdependence of geology and 
archaeology. As little was actually found in October, the opportunity will be 
taken, with the permission of their owners, to report on various collections 
from the two sites at Rickmansworth, and thus give at least a limiting date for 
the gravel-deposits. 



Fig. r. Sketch-map showing excavation sites at Mill End and Long Valley Wood, Croxley Green 

with lines of sections (figs, ii and 12). ’ 


At Mill End (see plan, fig. i) work was confined to the north-east angle 
of Messrs. Horwood’s pit, 50 ft.-64 ft. west of Berry Lane, the face being at that 
tirne about 155 ft. south of the hedge. After the removal of about one foot of 
soil, which contained a few worked flints later than the Drift, the 17 ft. of gravel 
was excavated in steps from the top, the whole being sifted and thrown clear 
so as to prevent any confusion of levels. The top 2 ft. of gravel was loose 
and whitish, without any earthy matrix, and below there was loose reddish 
gravel or red earth containing fewer stones. The material is noted below 
(p. 220), but archaeologically it was of little interest, as not a single implement 
or worked flake came to light between the soil and the chalk floor, though 
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every spadeful was passed through a sieve and carefully examined. The 
opportunity was taken of measuring two sandstone boulders left on the pit- 
floor, evidently from the gravel, and said to come from the lower levels; both 
were approximately 20 in. by 16 in. by 8 in., and can hardly have been deposited 
by normal river-action. The gravel-diggers working about 60 ft. farther west 
found one implement during the four days, at a depth of i6| ft, but parted with 
better specimens from the pit, one (fig. 2) being said to come from just above 
the chalk in the extreme north-east angle of the pit, a few feet east of our 
excavation. It is more rolled than most, and is grey to black with yellowish 
patches, an earlier surface being bluish white. Its interest lies in the sloping 



Fig. 2. Flint implement from Mill End: front, side, and back views. (|) 


butt, which is broad and squared, and is frequently seen in the Rickmansworth 
seri^. The point is thin, and the sides slightly zigzag in the late Chelles style. 

The floor of the pit has been levelled, but a hole was visible from which 
gravel 5 ft. deep had been taken, and a pinnacle of chalk 6 ft. above the floor 
was laid bare during the excavation. The surface of the chalk was therefore 
anything but level. 

Fourteen implements found by the workmen at Mill End were acquired 
by Mr. Dewey, but in no case was the depth given. Both the sharp and heavy 
crusted butts are represented, the outline being triangular or sub-triangular. 
One is definitely water-worn, and two or three tend to an ochreous patina. 
Most are of Chelles appearance, but one brown oval specimen, 5 in. long, has 
one face flat, the other with strong convexity. 

More satisfactory results were obtained in Long Valley Wood, south-east 
of Croxley Green (see plan, fig. i), just north of the 200 ft. contour. The first 
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site for excavation (fig". 3) was selected as being an undisturbed portion of the 
bench, or raised floor ot the pit, consisting of about 4 ft. of gravel resting on the 
chalk, the thickness of material previously removed being about 15 ft. It was 
midway between the pit-railway and the northern face of the pit, and east of 
the brick-earth mass left standing, about 180 yds. from the road dividing the 
pit from Croxleyhall Wood (about the letter L of Long Valley Wood on the 6 in. 
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Fig. 3. Diagrammatic section of Long Valley Wood pit, showing site of excavation and original surface level. 



Fig. 4. Worked flint found close to chalk floor. Long Valley Wood: front, side, and back views, (g) 

Ordnance map). Another cutting (on the right) for a pit-railway has been 
made since. 


fl.l ^ r ^ o''er the chalk were collected about forty 

flakes, the largest of which measured 3 in. Most of them showed signs of use 
as scrapers on the edge, but their forms were not typical of any indLtry and 
can only be compared with a large number found in the Lower Gravel of the 
loo-ft. terrace at Swanscombe in 1912.' The patination, lustre, and condition 
are much the same in both cases, but whereas at Swanscombe any chipping of 


* Archaeologia, Ixiv, 182. 
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the edge was exceptional, at Croxicy it was the rule. Among the latter series 
were three flakes (one almost a blade) with white patina, and a thick triangular 
flake that may have scn'cd as a pointed implement. Only one .specimen wjls 
found at ail approaching the peculiar .Strepy type. 

Besides the flakes, ^in implement (or part of one) was found within 2 ft. 
of the chalk floor. It is triangular (fig. -t), one angle being more rounded than 
the other l)elow. Two side-edges are straight and .sharp, the third a broad sloping 



Fig. 5. Ilan<i-*xr fromCmxlcyhall WooU pit: frwiU, .md bai:k vir.wa. (J) 

facet, perhaps an accidental break, but in any case the work is more like .SU 
Achcul than Chelles, and its discovery a definite piece of evidence. ’I'hc cdge.s 
and ridges arc dulled, but not rolled in the ordinary sense, and the patina is a 
yellowish brown. 

Certain implements purchased from the gravel-diggers at work across the 
road in Croxleyhall Wood had been recently found, and the alleged sitc^ of dis¬ 
covery pointed out by the foreman. Special menlion must be made ot a large 
coarse specimen of somewhat ochreous jKilin.i, said to be from a depth of 12 It. 
It approaches the I'lnuunU (dab-fish) form, rather thick in the centre, and broken 
at the butt. The edges arc quite shaq*, and cracks in the body show that any 
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degree of rolling would break it to pieces. The point is broad, thin, and sloping, 
a good example of the basil {cn biseaii). 

At 20 ft., on the level of the raised floor, were found two specimens above 
the average. One (fig. 5) is symmetrical, with a straight and fairly even cutting- 
edge all round, and equally convex faces. The point is quite sharp, and the 
ridges barely dulled. The patina is yellowish grey, with some indigo and yellow 
speckling, recalling the characteristic Warren Hill surface (p. 203), a resemblance 
corroborated by the pale blue colour of a few more recent (but not modern) 
chips on the edge. It may be assigned to St. Acheul I. 





Fig. 6. Hand-axe from Croxleyhall Wood pit: front, side, and back views, (ij 


contemporary, but is mottled 
bright yellow, with a good lustre. One face is rather more conve^thTn he 

other, the cutting-edge slightly interrupted on one side of the butt and what k 
probably an intentional notch beside the point whirh . 

specimens in St. Albans Museum. ^ 

sharp, yellowish-grey patina, straight cutting-edge excent fnr In ^ ^ • I 
of the butt, where there is a broad facet "f TsCsuur arthe"' '‘''r 
should not be overlooked, and the implement may be dated early in St Arh ^*^*I*i 
Another from this level is dark honey^colour with^goodt't^e^X'Ltg.ld 

’ Compare Swanscombe example, Archaeologia, Ixiv, pi. ix, fig. 9. 
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uneven edges, but with a more or less efficient cutting-edge all round : a rough 
ovate, probably of late Chelles date, 37 in. long. 

The third of this group would be valuable evidence of date if the reputed 
horizon could be trusted. It is a small pointed cordate (fig. 8) of St. Acheul II 



Fig. 7 Thick ovate implement, Croxleyhall Wood pit: front, side, and back views, (j) 



Fig. 8. Cordate implement, Croxleyhall Wood pit: front, side, and back views. (|) 

type, with straight and fairly even edges and sharp butt, barely dulled, with the 
beginnings of white patina on one face. This would imply that the material 
above (whether clay or brick-earth) was deposited at the end of the Drift period. 

The total number of palaeolithic flints found by the gravel-diggers at 
Croxley Green and Mill End must be considerable, as the following collections 
have been traced without any difficulty, and there are doubtless as many others 
in public museums or in private hands. The results obtained in October, esti¬ 
mated in flint, were insignificant; and the kindness shown by^the following in 
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allowing access to their collections, or in exhibiting in illustration of the paper, 
is all the more appreciated:— 

Geological Museum, Jermyn St. (Sir Hugh Beevor’s series of over 400). 

Herts. County Museum, St. Albans. 

Sir Arthur Evans, P.S.A. 

Prof. A. Schwartz Barnes. 

Mr. Randall Davies, F.S.A. 

Mr. Henry Dewey. 

Rev. H. G. O. Kend 11 , F.S.A. 

Mr. V. P. K itch in. 

Mr. F'red. Sadler (over 1,000). 

Discoveries at Rickmansworth were brought to the notice of the Society 
in 1905 by Sir John Evans,* whose knowledge of the neighbourhood enabled 
him to trace similar finds in the valleys of the Colne and tributary streams In 
1904 Mr. Robert Barker found an ochreous palaeolith of ovate type, and another 
fine example,* ochreous and ovate, 20 ft. from the surface, and near the base of 
the gravel. About a dozen specimens were obtained about the same time from 
the workmen, and are mostly pointed. They vary considerably in technique 
and condition and include a flake of Le Moustier aspect (fig. 9), found about 
26 It. deep; also a small ovate implement, and an elephant’s molar found at that 
same level, and assigned to E. antiqirus, a tusk of which was also found measur¬ 
ing 10 ft. in length and 6 in. in diameter, though the identification was uncertain 
on account of its friable condition. According to Sir John Evans, most of the 
palaeohths are said to have been found at a depth of 8 ft. or 9 ft. below the surface 
but one of large size is stated to have been discovered immediately above the 
chalk under 5 ft of gravel and 15 ft. of clay (probably brick-earth). He noticed 
the absence of land or fresh water shells, and the fauna cannot be precisely 
determined but our Fellow Mr Kendall also has a fragment of mammoth tooth 
fiom one of the Long Valley Wood pits. 

,n.„fL*" exhibited, in illustration of this Report, four shapely imple- 

men s from the Croxley Green pit, including the Le Moustier type already 

flnll r'if / y^,"°"'-to-black, and consists of a symmetrical 

flake with level platform and central nb on the upper face, the other Ling quite 

plain. The upper faces of both side-edges are flaked, as if by use as a lide- 
scraper; and though the patina suggests the Middle Gravel at Swanscombe, the 
form is certainly characteristic of the earliest Cave-period. An ovate implement. 

Woo’d piT''"'""’ *'■ lovo pholographs of Long Valley 
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4-3 in. long, has a fine marbled surface, lustred black with greyish markings. 
The edge is rather zigzag on one side; and though not raw-edged, the imple¬ 
ment is by no means water-worn. The others, found in 1905-6, are more pear- 
shaped, but fairly thin, and of the middle Drift period. 

Sixteen implements, from Long Valley Wood, collected or examined by 
Sir John Evans, are in the Herts. County Museum, but unfortunately the depth 
‘is given in only one case, already referred to (p. 202). It is a symmetrical imple¬ 
ment 6-4 in. long, with a flat platform on one side of the pointed butt, and slightly 
zigzag sides, one of which is curved rather like a reversed S. Like most of the 



Fig. 9. Flake-implement from gravel at Croxley: stj'le of Le Moustier. (|) 

Rickmansworth flints, its edges are only dulled, and show that it has not travelled 
far. The others at St. Albans are mostly typical Chelles implements, two having 
single notches beside the point; one of these has ochreous patina. Another 
surface recalls a large group from Warren Hill, Mildenhall, with spotted yellow 
and indigo colouring, and bluish-white on later edge-flaking,’ whether human 
or natural. The specimen probably belongs to the later stage of St. Acheul, and 
is an ovate 3 in. long. Examples of the pear-shaped hand-axe and the broad 
basil of Chelles date are included, and there is an exceptional ovate of early St. 
Acheul character, unfortunately imperfect, found by Mr. Barker in 1904. It is 
5 in. long, and is yellow rather than ochreous. 

Prof A. .Schwartz Barnes was associated with Sir Hugh Beevor in a paper 

’ Described by Dr. Sturge in Proceedings of East Anglian Prehistoric Society, i, 66. 
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on the Rickmansworth finds.* and has a collection from both sites, but the depth 
i> recorded in only a few eases. Krom \lill End comes a vcty water-worn 
ochreous specimen with a notcii beside the j>oint in tlie eolithic manner, and a 
shapely triangular hand-a.xe has the same ()atina on one face Other specimens 
approach the triangular form, with fairly heavy butts and bold flaking, all bcin^r 
apparently of Chclics date. From I’ratlN j)j*t in Croxlevhall Wood is a pear- 
shaped harubaxc with rather pointed butt and zigzag sides, found at ft; and 
failhcr east the owner found near the chalk a delicate pointed ovatt; with 
scjuarc butt, unrfdled, with stniight sides and rather Hat faces, probably of St. 
Achcul date. Another specimen of that date, also found near the chalk, is thin, 
with yellow patina and a basil j)oint, and considerably water-worn. A crusted 
flake nearly 7 in. long shows signs of use. and another 5 in. long has had blade- 
hke flakes detached from it before leaving the core; it Is unrolled with marks 
of use. an<l was found ^ ft. above tlie clialk. Eighty or more flakes of more usual 
character were of various colours but mostly lu.strc<l. and had plain straight 
plallorms or strikmg-planes. ^ 

C.)vTr four hundred implements and flakes from Rickniansworlh were pre¬ 
sented to the Geological i\lu.‘it:um by Sir Hugh Beevor, and all arc marked Ckx, 
e.xcept one which is labelled .Mill End, 1 hey were purchased from the gravel- 
(hggers over a f)criod of two or three years, but private inform.ation confirms the 
aixount given in 1909. when about eighty palaeoliths were shown fromCroxlev 
and fiftv from AI ill End,* Attention was on the same occasion drawn to the 
.a >s<ince ot typical c(nips~de~poni}f (hand-axes), with heav\' base and acute point, 
from the Croxley series, though the tyjie was well represented at Mill End. Pri- 
miti\c and un.sy'inmetrical tools, classified as lioliths, were common; the ' work¬ 
men. when removing the gravel next to the chalk, would often pick out five to 
the cul)ic yard, many very large, the great majority with the bulb of pcrcu.ssion ’ 

Apart from the question ol provenance, this series throws some light on 
palaeolithic conditions near Rickmansworth ; and a recent examination estab- 
ishcfl the occurrence of distinct St. Acheul ty'pe.s, though the bulk obviously 
belonged to the Lhcllcs industry, in gravel deposits, especially where the 
stratification is obscure, the latest implements are naturally the most imporfant 
as marking afor rlcposit or final re-;irrangcmenl of the gravel’ 
If the current classification be accepted, it is evident that the l.ong Valiev Wood 
gnivcl was laid down or re-arranged at some date after the St. Achcul period 
as no less than thirty-four imiilemcnts of that type are included in the Beevor 
collection. Of these, just half have the levels recorded, the following par- 


’ Thi Da'a'U oj/iuimifi Ihfntium •• 
Phil. Sue. Manch«i4ttT, iiii (1909). 91. 

* Ptve. iiml. Asioe., xxi, 245. 


ou €Xprn>naUat ami (om/mra/tiv Sftuiy ujEolUlts (Mem, Lit. ami 
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ticulars being noted on the specimens, no doubt on the testimony of the work¬ 
men. Two are marked ‘ base ’ (of the gravel, just above the chalk floor), four 
were on the ‘ London clay ’, three on the chalk, and four near it: one was found 
20 ft. deep and unrolled, another was ‘ 16 ft. over chalk’, white and stained; an 
unrolled specimen was ‘4 ft. above chalk’, and another is marked 10 ft, but the 
rest is illegible. The colour and condition of the surface vary, but most of the 
ovate group have the edges and ridges dulled, not quite sharp and fresh, and 
yet not rolled in the ordinal^' sense, except two ochreous specimens, one of which 
(on London clay) is pinkish, like many from the North Downs. Some are lustred, 
but there is no uniformity of colour; and one of this group had an old white 
patina, the re-flaked portion being brown. White patina is exceptional from 
Rickmansworth, and most are brown, yellow, or grey, generally shading into the 
unchanged black. 

The majority collected by Sir Hugh Beevor consist of ordinary Chelles 
palaeoliths and flakes, probably contemporary, as the latter closely resemble 
those found in large numbers both in the Lower Gravel at Barnfield pit, Swans- 
combe, and in the Greenhithe Shell-bed; and in October about forty were 
excavated close to the chalk floor, hence their early appearance is confirmed. 
About 170 flakes in the Beevor collection are marked as coming from the chalk 
floor or within a foot of it, and there were many others found about 5 ft. above 
the chalk, that is on the ‘ bench ’ or raised floor of the pit. About forty-five 
implements and flakes were selected as typical, and there are besides over forty 
large implements and cores equally of early Drift date. If there has been no 
confusion of localitie.s, the Croxley Green series includes a remarkable imple¬ 
ment with broad thin point, a predecessor of the basil point (en biseaii), with 
lustrous surface and deep ochreous patina, the latter being exceptional, but this 
variety of point common at Rickmansworth. It was found on the chalk, and 
measures nearly 5 in., others of the same type being still larger and unrolled. 
Types familiar from Swanscombe were also represented by sub-triangular 
specimens with thick .squared butt, one being found 6 ft. above the chalk; and 
five large pear-shaped implements, between 4 in. and 5 in. in length, one being 
rolled and scratched. A rolled hand-axe, with yellow patina turning white, came 
from a depth of 18 ft., and another, sub-triangular, yellowish and slightly rolled, 
approaching the style of St. Acheul, was found on the chalk, as was a similar 
but coarser specimen in unrolled condition. There are a few flints reminis¬ 
cent of the Strdpy or pre-Chelles industry, more or less cylindrical and chipped 
at the end; but more surprising is the inclusion of several flints that by all the 
rules date from the early Cave-period. A mass of reddish brick-earth * was left 

’ About 40 ft. from the face of the pit, which is only a foot or two higher. Another mass near the 
north end of the pit is also 40 ft. from the face, and practically the same height as the cliff. 
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standing in the pit (fig. 3) about 60 ft. west of the excavation-.sitc, as it was not 
worth removal ; and this deposit alone might explain tlie [>resenceof fiakc imple¬ 
ments casilydislinguishablc from the Drift forms. Tluisadomed sj>ccimcn of oval 
outline and flat base, 3-3 in. long, was found 7 ft above the chalk; and of four 
steci>sidcd flakes two were found on the chalk and one 5 ft, alx>vc it. the .same 
horizon being given for one of threcend-scraper-s,a Drift type but more common 
later. In view of other examples, mention should be made of two thick flakes 
with edges in the style of Le Moustier, one from i ft. above the chalk having 
a .steep end and a lateral .spur. A long and narrow-pointed ovate implement, 
more like a ^ neolithic' celt, with creamy yellow patina, was found at 13 ft, and’ 
one rather dirty yellow flake might be classed as Levallois. Five were 
specially notiireablc for their scratched surfaces, some occurring on or near the 
chalk. 


To prevent confusion, it may be pointed out that the brick-earth masses left 
stan<ling may e.xplain tlie discover}* of (!ave-lypes at a low level in the pit, 
which is (rxactly on the brow of tlie valley-slope. The pit is an open cjist, and 
the horizontal floor must have been cut first in the gravel surface or in the loam 
resting on the .slope. Hence, in the course of the work, all the archacologi<-aI 
horizons would be reached in turn; but refinements of this kind cannot be 
expected in information rienved from the workmen. 

The single implement labelled Mill Knd in this collccdon is black, with 
ineii)ient cones of pcrcus.sion due to battering in the gravel: it has a tlih'k 
sloping butt (as fig. 2) and crust left near it, clearl)-of Chcllc.s character, and 
measures j.; m. A close parallel was found in the Croxley pit at a depth 
ot 20 It. ' 


Three implements of Thcllcs rhanicter, found at Mill H.nd in 1802, were 
(exhibited by Mr. i^andall Davie.s, h..S,A., who claims to have Ixren the first to 
collect from that site. One is a rather slender hand-axe. unrolled, with cutling- 
t'dge all round, and a square point that may be intentional and not a break 
Another, also unrrflled, i.s sub-triangular with a rounded point but there is no 
reconl of their depth. Rev. 11. (k O. Kendall. RSA.. luis also been good enough 
to send sketches and particulars of Kickmansworth (lints in his twssc.ssion / le 
emphasizes the colithic character of many found by himself on Ihegravel-ficaps 
at UoxU'.y, Four of early Fhelles type are considerablv abraded, witli incipient 
cones ot percussion (flue to natural battering), and srmc striations as if bv i<-e 
action; and numerous rather small flakes, which have been regardi^d bv some 
as c^ohthic. aiu probably of Flielles date, as at Swan.scombe. Two finds ot his 
own were at 13 ft. and ip ft. respectively. 

Comparativ'cly few Hinl> in Mr. V: l>. Kitdiin',, Rickn.answorlli collodion 
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i:otue from Mill Hml, but special attention may be drawn to three specimens of 
('belles type found at a eomparativcly hi^jli level, viz. a k'n>^ irianj^ular |x.>inted 
hand-axe with thick butt, and a rou^^h implement with square cuttin^»-ed^e, 
both from a depth of 8 ft., and a rather flat Jiiron at o ft. All tliese are however 
rollcd, and apparently deriv'cd, as two speclineiis of Sl Acheiil lyj)e—one flat 
pear-shaped, of fresh black flint with reversed S twist, from sand at 15 ft., and an 
unrolled thouj^h imfx.Tfect pointe<I hand-axe from the same level—were found 
considerably lower, and are likely lo havel)een in their original position, though 
a cordate implement of similar ivjie, at to ft., has evidently travelled far; and 
an ovate with broad point, from 15 ft., is also water-worn. At 15 ft. was found a 
Umamie of Chelles type, unrolled, with black and yellow faces and a ba.sil jKiinl; 
and from 20 ft. came a rolled black and yellow hand-axc with blunt .sloping l)ult, 
like fig. 2. 'I'hi! inference here is that ( helles types occur up lo 15 ft., with Sl. 
Acheul f<»rms in the next 5 ft., and above them derived Chelles .si>ecimen.s. It 
is unfortunate that a few specimens of later facies cannot be aliriliulcd to any 
particular horizon, as one at least, made from a flake, with the lower angles 
square and rounded, ought to date from Le Mousfier limes. 

Mr. Kitchin’s main series is from (rroxley Green, and two (an early 
IMiinted ovate at 15 ft. and a small bniwn rolhid ovate at 18 ft.) are labclletl 
from what was formerly known as Pratts pit, in Groxleyhall \Vwd, nearest 
the railway bridge, a continuation of the pits in Long \Tdley AVoixl. Amimg 
those found in siin by the owiier are a roughly flaked hanrl-axe with sejuared 
butt slightly rolled, at 20 ft., and a nodular specimen of Iflack lustrous flint, 
at 25 ft. A long oval implement of Chelles type, with platform at side ol 
sharp butt, nvjls found 20 It. deep; and a rough thmimic of about the same date 
5 ft. higher. .At 20 ft. was also found an early f)vate implement remarkable for 
a spur in the middle of the basil end: it is of Clielles type, considerably rolled, and 
in form resembles one in the Beevor collection found near the chalk at Croxley. 
'1 he succeeding period is well represented, the earliest St. Acheul specimen being 
perhaps a creamy lustred ovate w’ith the normal twist, found in w’ct sand at 12 ft. 
Another, of more advanced workmanship, with one while face and the other with 
a white film.aime from a depth of 15 ft., but white patination is nire on this site. 
Among what should be the latest s[>ecimcns in the pit must be mentioned two 
of semicircular plan tliat may rank as segmental tools, the length of base being 
3 3 in. and 5 in. A point of Le Mou.sticr character and some llake-implcmcnts 
have no recorded horizon, but there are many flakes barely worked that resemble 
those from the lowe.st level at .Swanscombe; one u.scd as a scraper at the 
shoulder, and ending in a lalenil iwint, coming from a depth of 20 ft. An 
examination of 200-300 specimens shows that most of the rougher implements, 

i> li u 
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referablt* to the Chcllcs period, were, foiind at 20 ft.-2.s ft. from the surtvice. and 
a few at 13 ft., but any hij^licr level fcjr Mich specimens is very exceptional. 
Most were found at the 20-ft. level, and all the ochreous e.\amplcs in this col¬ 
lection came from just above the chalk near the pit railway-line, where the 
excavations took place la.st autumn. 

It is difficult to summarize Mr. .Sadler(^illection ot over i.ouo specimens 
from Ricknninsworth. but it contains some valuable evidence as well as excep¬ 
tional pi(!c(.s ; and a lonp: experience of the two sites has brought to light c ertain 
ditTcrcnces. Mill End produces a great variety of types, including large pointed 
implements, the largtsi /Frw// measuring 10'in. 'I he typical ovate is barely 
represented, but there is every variety <»f patina, a t<-w cMjh'reous specimens being 
water-worn, wdierca.s the edges of most others arc sharji or only dulled. An old 
white patina is occasionally found, the earliest specimen apparently dating from 
late Chelles times, and Killed e.xamphr.s are* siiid to come* g'cncrally from the 
ujiper le‘\x'ls at Mill End. A fine black liiunmic in. long is in that condition, 
and other Chelles form.s with hmarl or narrow’ pifints are common. An mdireous 
St. Aeheul implement, 3-3 in. long, has the reversed S twast. and a still later stage 
is marked by several specimens in the- style of Le Moustier. One flake, 3^ in. 
long, has fact!ls on the butt and a large bulb, with one scraper edge; another like 
it is much rolled, and there are example^ of the yathir and Le Moustier point. 
A specimen of almond outline. 3.1 in. long, has one face trimmed fliit and the 
other strongly convex, much like one in the Beevor collection 3.3 in. loner: both 
may date from the latent period of the gravel or brick-earth. 

According to Mr. Sadler. Croxley Green rarely yields large implements, but 
medium jioinlcd. or pear-shaped, and ovates of earlv St. Achcul character are 
common. One pear-shaped implement. 7 in. long, is of bright ochreous colour 
w'lth lusti’cd surface and a basil point. Another ochreous specimen with rounded 
point, 4.1 in. long, was found near the chalk, and has the curious white markings 
often seen on eoliths from the North D(>w’n.s. 'Hicrc are examples of the broiid 
thin cutting-edge or point; and many of Chelles type, especially the rough 
pear-shaped, tend to (.jchrcous patin.i. Of the ovale.s, only a few are of late St 
Aeheul character, and twisted side-edges are rare. One* has dirty w'hilc and 
silver-grey faces, but mo.sl arc dark grey and brown, with the edges just dulled 
A broad end-scraper with rather steep flaking, 3-2 in. long, may be of Drift date' 
though the form has not often bt;eii noticed in this counir)\' A bluish-w'hitc 
pointed impicmeiu may belong to the latest jihase of the Drift the edn-es 
being (|uite sharp. ^ 


‘ Obermaier, Sfrmi^cni/e ties Jim,zousduu AUfuihuiiHliikto,,!,, p. 65. 


KHSliARCIIIiS AT KICKMANSWORTll 209 

The Rickmanhwortli j^ravel hiis been often insperied and describe*!, and 
there is little to add lo Mr l lopkinson’s accounl of its appearance in 0907:' 

'The gravel is (or hus been) worked fur a distance of about hall a tnile in a north- 
easterlv direction, layers ol s;\nd and clay arc interstratified with if, and the total 
thickness of the nlhivial depuritb is from 20 to 30 ft. Flicy rest on the chalk in a very 
uneven manner, so that it is difficult to determijif the height of their bast.*, but it appears 
to average about 30 or 40 ft. above the level of the e:d^tiMg River Gade, on the right bank 
ol which they are situated at a distance of about a furlong. The Cade Is a tributary of the 
Colne, which here Hows from east lo west, and is dlstiint half a mile at the eastern, and a 
(|uarler uf a mile at tin: western, edge of the gravel in Long Valley VN ood ; and this gravel 
should perhaps be considered as |xtrt of the alluvial deposit ol the Colne in 1 Icistocenc 
times, rather than that of the Gadc. 

‘The layers uf aond and clay, and some peculiar black bands, give to the gravel in 
man3' places a stratified appearance, but nowhere Imrlzoiital fur an^* considenible dis¬ 
tance—this conformation being due in places lo cross-bedding, but mostly to the irregular 
di.ssf)lntion t>f the underlying chalk. The gravel consists for the most part of water-worn 
flints, .some completely rounded, others .sub-angular,and also conuiins quai tz and quartzo.se 
|)cbbics. Its most iiiteresliiig feature is, lio\ycver. the large numbers of palaeolithic 
implements which have been found in it, occurring throughout, but most numerously near 

its base.* 

Dy \v«iy of comment on Mr. 1 lopkinsrin s remarks, it mriy be a.ddcd that if 
Pratt’s (later, .Miss Bca.sley’s) |jit. near the railway bridge, in Croxlcyhall Wood 
be added, also the triangular area now cleared of gravel between fortune 
Common and the railway, the extent of gravel excavated is nearly a mile, in a 
line roughly east and west, both al:K»vc and below the 200 ft contour. According 
to calculations based on data kindly supplied by Mr. Albert Freeman.Surv’eyor 
of Kickmansworlh, and the .SecretaiT of the Rickmansworth Gravel Co., llie 
chalk-shelf is about 30 ft. Itiglter at Long Valley Wood than at Mill End, as may 
be g-athered from the following table: 


DtTAlLS BEAIU.NO O.N THE GeOI.OoV 

Mitt K.mi 

Lost; Valley Wooi> 

Original uirf-Icvcl 

Maximum ihickncss of gravel, &c. 

Level of dialk-shelf or terrace 

Height of wine above nearest point of nver 
Rivcr-le%'cl opposite the siteis . 

Thickness ol gravel in sunk channel Of liver 
Chalk-botunii of the sunk channel 

Height of chalk-shelf above sunk channel 

18s ft. O.D. 

18 It. 

167 ft. O.D. 
aa fL 

1.15 ft. 0 . 1 ). (Colnci 
Aomit 13 ft. (Colne) 
132rt.au. 

35 ft- 

Z22 ft. O.f). 

26 ft. 

196 ft. O.D, 

40 ft. 

156 ft. 0 . 1 ). (G:oIc) 
About 12 ft. iGadei 

144 ft. O.D. 

52 fL 


» /W. .li>soc., XX. 96; see also vol. xxt. zh (Ridner). for Uiv Reading 














researches at RICKMANS worth 

inclusion of masses of the Reading beds and sarsen (greywether)' in 

h.s rerdiscu geological importance, and 

nas Deen discussed on more than one nmcinn m.- ^ • , 

occasion. J\lr. Hopkinson may again be 

and lo ft. in width, and the gravel was distinctlv arclied 

showing the stratification verv ol-iinlv n • u ^ darkish band in it 

here is piped, that is to say let dowi/hv th#- a' whole of the gravel 

of Reading age having becA preserved^fn 

their surface Snd in the ind Xott ‘heir present position by the sarsen stones on 
being examined (by the Geologists’ Assochhf nt fn * whilst this structure was 

down from the r sL grouiXo Amd meei' f w“hed 

it in a curved form.’ ' disposed itself around 

his rS^sons^fo^^regtrdfng tte secdon™ Kidner,* who stated 

trusting strongly with the overlying HdsTocete"lrav^rand‘’'‘^'^ 

able, first to resist the ao-f^nriVc f i ^ explain how the beds were 
covered vyith the gravels of a much later age^^'°"’ 

,™d ll£ cSlfofc'ir my’Sfb 

and then covered with valley gravel ^Landd'd' denuded by river-action 

of rivers, but against such aT^xXt^orSt u3&'' 

tible slope to cause the fall • AA if fVio ^ i ^ ^^ere is no percep- 

would hale been quickly washSlwav aid thel 

* by ,b. yppib, 

Proc. Ceol. Assoc., xxi, 244. 
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that the Tertiary masses were frozen at the time,^ but that is hardly in favour 
of a fluviatile (as opposed to a fluvio-glacial) origin for our gravel. 

The Geological Sun^y map is under revision, but the official view of the 
deposit under discussion remained unchanged from 1871 to 1903, when the 
London district map (sheet i) was issued. A distinction is made between the 
deposits in Long Valley Wood and at Mill End, the latter being coloured buff 
and described as river gravel. Croxley Green forms part of a great extent of 
gravel coloured pink and described as gravel and sand, forming with Boulder- 
clay the glacial drift of the district. This plateau gravel - runs with interruptions 
north-east to St. Albans and beyond, extending to the foot of the Tertiary 
escarpment that separates the London-clay area from the chalk subsoil of the 
Chiltems. The gravel-spread is only intersected by narrow valleys, where the 
chalk is exposed, in the area bounded by Abbot s Langley, Chenies, Amersham, 
south to Beaconsfield and Hedsor, thence east over Burnham and Stoke Com¬ 
mons to Iver, and then due north to the neighbourhood of Mill End, and east 
to Watford. It climbs the slope of the Chiltems as much as eight miles from 
the Colne valley (Denham to Amersham), rising trom the 200 ft. contour to 
above 400 ft. Hence it is not a river gravel in the ordinary sense, and the 
question is whether its edge at Croxley Green has been relaid by the Colne,® 
when that river was flowing 40 ft. to 60 ft. higher than at present. As a corollary 
to this problem there is the further inquiry, whether the chalk-shelf on 
which the gravel rests is a river terrace or continuous with the subsoil of the 
plateau. 

In this connexion the Geological Survey map opens up some points of vital 
interest to prehistoric archaeology. Five miles north of our pit in Long' Valley 
Wood, a patch of Boulder-clay approaches the Colne as closely as our gravel 
approaches the Gade (about a furlong), and between the edge of the Boulder- 
clay and the river is shown a similar gravel, coloured pink on the map, 
extending right down to the Colne. The latter site was examined by Sir Joseph 
Prestwich, whose description is quoted in Mr. Whitaker’s Memoir^ of 1864, 
p. 63: 

‘ This seems to be the view taken in Proc. Geol. Assoc., xiv, 158, where Allen Brown discussed 
the inclusion of sarsens. 

* Reasons are given elsewhere for regarding these spreads as fluvio-glacial, and the term plateau 
gravel is best resen'^ed for the still higher deposits, coloured red on the geological map of 1871, but 
pink on the 1904 map, no distinction being drawn. 

“ During the discussion of this Report, a District geologist of the Survey bluntly stated that the 
river terrace was obvious at Croxley Green, a view not taken by those responsible for the maps of 1871 
and 1904 (London district: no alteration at Rickmansworth). 

Par/s of Middlesex, etc. (sheet 7); see also his Geology of London, i, 304, 323. 
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^ A ballast-pit has been opened at the Watford end of the Brieket Wood cutting, 
immediately south of the railway-line. The Boulder-clay has there almost thinned out, 
leaving but a seam one to two feet thick, whilst both above and below it is a thick bed of 

gravel, which consists chiefly of sub-angular flints and flint 
pebble^, with some quartz, sandstone, and old-rock pebbles, with subordinate seams of 
whitish sand, has a clean, washed appearance. The upper gravel consists of veiy similar 

sub-angular materials, but is less sandy and darker in colour_The lower caravel 

reposes upon an irregular surface of chalk.’ 

Geolog'ists need not be reminded of the Boulder-clciy patch at Finchley 
resting on gravel which is coloured pink like that of the Rickmansworth plateau’. 
1 he gravel under the Boulder-clay is distinct from the still older pebble-gravel 
that is found on higher ground, and has been classed with the Westleton beds 
The late Mr. H. B. Woodward, in his Geo/ogy of the Loudon District (looo), p. 6 ^ 
nientioned the Brieket Wood deposit, and used the term ‘ Middle-o-laciaF to 
denominate the gravel below the Boulder-clay, including liver-coloured (Bunter) 
quartzite pebbles, quartz, chert, flint, ironstone, and blocks of sarsen and pud- 
dingstone. * 


It is now usually held (he continues) that the Glacial gravels mark the first stage in 

Thames valley, a fact not surprising when we consider the 
difficulty th.^ has been felt in many places along the valley in separating the deposits 
grouped as Glacial gravel from those termed Valley gravel. The overspread of Boulder- 
clay m areas to the north before it reached our district probably led to floods due to the 
melting of the ice, and to such fluvio-glacial action the gravels are to be attributed.’ 

I’rof. J. W. Gregor)', in a paper" on the evolution of the Thames, gives the 
tollowmg sequence of events: 

1. Existence of a high plateau, on which were deposited the older plateau 

gravels, coloured red on the Geological map, and corresponding to the Westleton 
shingle of Prestwich. 

2. I rolonged denudation, and formation of a second plateau on which were 
deposited the new plateau gravels, coloured pink on the map. 

3 - Erosion of the north-west and south-east valleys of the Chilterns (Thames 
at Goring, Mis.s, Chess, and Loudwater). 

Loudwaier^etc escarpment, and decapitation of the Miss, 

5 . Advance of the ice-sheet which deposited the Boulder-clay. 


1 

2 


References given by Mr. Whitaker, Geo/og)' of Lomton 
Natural Snence, Aug. 189.1, vol. v, loi, 104. 
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According to the dominant view, the palaeolithic period followed no. 5, 
with an interval of unknown length, and the stock arguments in favour of this 
sequence need not be enumerated here; but a minority would throw the palaeo- 
liths farther back, possibly to no. 2, and recent developments suggest a suspen¬ 
sion of judgement pending further and conclusive evidence. It would be desirable 
to consider the best palaeolithic finds from both points of view. 

The following quotation from a Geological Sur\'ey Memoir, published in 
1909, might well serve as a text to the present Report, and shows the uncertainty 
prevalent in official circles: 

' There are large tracts of gravel on the borders of the Eocene strata and on the Chalk 
in the north-western portion of our (London) district that require attentive study. On the 
Geological Survey map the deposits are mostly depicted as Plateau-gravel, but some of 
them may more appropriately be grouped with the Thames valley-gravels. As observed 
by J. Allen Brown,* the traets of gravel exhibit a general incline towards the Thames, and 
the same appears to be the case along the Colne valley; moreover, at this time, con¬ 
temporary with the later stages of the Glacial epoch, man was present on the scene; and 
the Geological Survey, at any rate, has classed as Glacial, gravels in which palaeolithic 
implements have been found. Detailed mapping on the six-inch scale may result in 
further definition of the successive deposits.’ * 

The gravel extends continuously from Radlett through Aldenham to the 
waters of the Colne, and on the lower level should probably be grouped with 
the later valley-deposits. The author then gives details of the Long Valley 
Wood deposit, and draws special attention to a patch of the Reading Beds and 
blocks of greywether (sarsen) and quartzite elsewhere in the gravel. In reference 
to the problem of separating the fluvio-glacial gravels from those of the valley- 
deposits, the same writer continues: ‘ Along the Colne valley we are confronted 
with many difficulties, which more detailed mapping may solve. In the tract 
which extends from Mill End, south-west of Rickmansworth, to Denham, there 
is a descent of 40 ft. in 5 miles, while much of the gravel at Mill End rises from 
the level of the alluvium (150 ft. O.D.) to more than 200 ft. Difficulty arises 
when we consider the relation of this gravel to that at Croxley Green.’ The latter 
gravel he compares with that on Cockerhurst Farm, north of Shoreham, Kent, 
and east of Well Hill, ground familiar to London geologists. ‘The gravel at the 
farm is associated with a tract of clay-with-flints, and is 450-470 ft. O. D. It is 
composed of flint pebbles with chert, pale quartzite, &c., and in it there have 
been found palaeolithic together with eolithic implements, the last named being 
regarded as derivative.' 

* Proc. Geol. Assoc., xiv, 171, 173. 

^ H. B. Woodward, Geology of the London District, p. 68. 
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This parallel indicates that Mr. Woodward was not convinced of the fluvia- 
tile origin of the Croxley Green gravel, and if palaeoliths (to omit the disputed 
eoliths) can be found in what is clearly plateau gravel near Shoreham (inde¬ 
pendent of the present river-system), there seems little reason to postulate a 
fluviatile origin for equally palaeolithic gravel at Rickmansworth, just because 
It overlooks the modern river-valley. This raises a still wider question, and 
iDcars upon the old puzzle involved in the general concentration of palaeoliths 
in river-valleys. Is it that primitive man preferred to live on river-banks, or that 
the gravel is generally thicker and more profitable to work in such positions ? 
Recent discoveries ‘ suggest that man was also living on the high ground away 
from rivers before his implements were involved in a deluge that deposited 
gravel over the plateau and filled up valleys already cut in it. The subsequent 
re-excayation of the valleys by the existing streams would leave untouched on 
the banks considerable thicknesses of grav'd which may in some cases have been 
mistaken for river-deposits.* Observations elsewhere confirm that suspicion and 
it IS clear that not all the strata on the loo ft. terrace at Swanscombe were laid 
down by the Thames, but derived from Tertiary deposits® higher up the slope- 
and south of Swanscombe stretches the enigmatic plateau gravel. 

The late Mr. Allen Brown did a great deal of geological and archaeological 
vyork m the Thames valley, and met with considerable success in unravelling 

the quaternary deposits. A few sentences from one of his papers may be quoted 
in this connexion: r j i 


Going north from Harefield Lodge to the village of Harefield, the Glacial deposits 
appear at about the 290th contour, and they are also seen to the north and north-eL as 

hil ! n R'cl'^^'^nsworth; in all instances they follow the slopes of the 

hills. It is a remarkable fact that the area west of the Colne, marked on the map as 
Glacial, descends to a level than the River-drift at Uxbridge and Hillingdon, L it 
^nv ?■ Love Green. It is difficult, too, to detect 

coLtUuem"’^'' ^ or in their 


' Proc, Geol. Assoc., xxvi (1915), 6. 

y Allen Brown insisted on a distinction between the lower stratified beds (containing imDlementsl 
^5!^! elsewhere in the Thames valley {Proc. Geol 

’• ^ Lor similar conditions in the Somme valley, see Annales 

du /{fZe, Comm™!, Hommes con/empomim 

^ssoc., XIV, 165. For glacial gravel at Harefield (200 ft. O.D.), ‘probablv connected 
(A TsaUeri^M? Wh'!! ‘i’' ^posits near Amersham and Great Missende^ see p. 401 
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Both the Long Valley Wood and Mill End gravels are understood to figure 
as river-deposits in the revised Geological map not yet published; and the clear 
division between the terrace and plateau in the latter case strongly militates in 
fav^our of a similar origin farther east, but there is no appreciable distinction 
between the two gravels at Croxley Green, and most obser\'ers would declare 
them identical. Apart from the difficulty of marking off from the mass the 
fluviatile deposits on the margin of this plateau, Mr. Osborne White’s theory 
would lead to the classification of all the Croxley Green area as river-gravel. 
In a paper on the origin of high-level gravel with Triassic debris adjoining the 
valley of the Upper Thames, his conclusions are summarized as follows: 

‘ When in addition to these facts (the inclusion and distribution of quartzites and other 
rock-fragments foreign to the area), we call to mind the stratified character of this gravel, 
its frequent association with sands and loam, and its occurrence in the form of plateau¬ 
like terraces at varying levels—the lower being often inseparable from the deposits which 
are admitted to belong to the Riv^er Drift—it seems almost impossible to resist the con¬ 
clusion that, despite the great elevation it attains above the beds of the neighbouring 
streams, this gravel owes its existence to fluviatile agency operating along the same general 
lines of drainage as those in existence at the present day. . . . Ot course, I do not mean 
to imply that the Thames itself is responsible for the masses of gravel and sand which 
extend along the Tertiary escarpment by Rickmansworth and Hatfield into Essex.’ 

As independently suggested by Mr. Jukes Browme and Mr. A. E. Salter, 
the constituents of these gravels were probably introduced in the first instance 
by a stream independent of the Thames, flowing from the Midlands into the 
synclinal trough of the London Basin through some channel corresponding to, 
but lying at a considerable distance to the north-east of, the Goring Gorge.* 

'f he similarity of the human output is curiously emphasized by the structure 
of the deposits at Rickmansworth and Swanscombe; and last season’s excava¬ 
tions have therefore been so far successful in bringing the higher deposits of the 
main river and its tributary^ into archaeological relation. At Swanscombe the 
chalk-shelf descends to about 65 ft. O.D., and provides an almost level base for 
the Pleistocene deposits by means of a capping of Thanet sand. The stratification 
is excellent, and may throw light on the more tumbled masses at Croxley Green, 
where there was evidently an Eocene foundation, but the horizontal bedding 
has been largely obliterated by extensive ‘ piping ’ of the chalk. At and near the 
bottom of the Pleistocene deposits, in both cases have been found flints fashioned 
by man; but whereas at Swanscombe the lower gravel yielded little but unused 
flakes, many of the Croxley implements occurred in association with similar 


• Proc. Geot. Assoc., xv (1897), pp. 173, 174; cf. Salter, vol. xiv, pp. 401, 402; and vol xv, p. 274. 
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flakes within a foot or two of the chalk, a fact confirmed by the excavations last 
autumn. 

A good deal of brick-earth still remains in the Long Valley Wood pit, and 
may be compared with the laminated loam at Swanscombe, especially as the 
frequent discovery of St. Acheul types implies the existence of the upper palaeo¬ 
lithic deposits.' There is still a superstition that all types occur together at all 
levels; but unless one is prepared to discard the results obtained in recent years 
by careful and laborious investigation, horizons must be determined by the latest 
type contained in them; and a similar succession of types on two or more sites 
is all in favour of a similar history. 

Sir John Evans gave details in 1897* of several chance finds in the neigh¬ 
bourhood, of which two may be quoted. At Watford, on the left bank of the 
Colne, in gravel near Bushey Park, at a height of about 40 ft. above the level 
of the existing river, Mr. Clouston found several implements of ochreous flint, 
and of various types; and an interesting discovery was made by himself on the 
surface of a ploughed field near Bedmond, in the parish of King’s Langley, at a 
spot probably 160 ft. above the nearest part of the Cade, but towards the bottom 
ot one of the lateral valleys between Boxmoor and Watford. The implement is 
described as similar to the well-known Gray’s Inn Lane specimen, but highly 
patinated, possibly (in his opinion) from the red brick-earth. The first find is 
parallel to the Croxley Green series, and is in favour of a fluviatile origin for the 
gravel, but the other was i| miles from the Colne, and high above its"tributary, 
about 400 tt. O. D. There is always the possibility that implements were dropped 
by the palaeolithic hunter on the uplands, and have remained there ever since. 
1 ill sev^eral authentic finds in the gravel have been recorded, any inferences are 
hazardous; but there is elsewhere evidence " that palaeoliths, at least of the 
Chelles type, occur in plateau (or fluvio-glacial) gravel. A few more instances 
would outweigh many on the brow of the present river-valleys, where the history 
of the gravel IS doubtful, as at Tilehurst, where no less than 169 typical ovates 
o St. Acheul type and one obviously Le Moustier implement have recently 
been found in a small area of gravel and brick-earth on chalk, on the edge of the 
plateau, 80 it above the Thames ^ ^ 


see Acheul finds there, 

“ S/oiie Implements, 2nd ed., 596, 597; V.C.Il. Herts., i, 224. 

t »nstance, Mr. Guy Nickalls has palaeoliths from the gravel at Gerrard’s Cross Bucks at- 

lhis°a -te" 

* Proc. E. Anglian PrMsIork See., vol. ii. It may be added that according to Prof. Comment the 
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It is not for the archaeologist to decide a point that has been disputed 
among geologists for many years, but he can and should regard such strati- 
graphical difficulties from the human standpoint, throwing the worked flints into 
the scale on one side or the other. The problem has been stated above as far 
as it can be realized by collecting the published opinions of responsible geolo¬ 
gists ; and the present case appears to be one in which archaeological evidence 
has given rise to an important change in the Geological map. Whether that 
change would have been made on purely geological grounds need not be dis¬ 
cussed, but it is important to decide, by further archaeological research, whether 
the change should have been made at all. If the interpretation of the finds is 
correct, a step forward will have been made, for the benefit of both branches of 
knowledge; and if the older view of the situation prevails, there will have to be 
extensive alterations in palaeolithic chronology. 


Geological Report, by Henry Dewey, Esq., F.G.S., H.M. Geological Survey. 

On October 6th I visited Mill End and examined the sections disclosed by 
the workmen, as well as the geology of the immediate neighbourhood; and a 
day or two later I examined the sections at Croxley Green. Unfortunately, it 
can scarcely be said that the objects of our investigations have been attained. 
It had been known for years that palaeolithic implements of at least two well- 
known types occur in both the gravel-pits mentioned; that these types corre¬ 
spond exactly with those found at Barnfield pit, Swanscombe; and also that 
the relationship of the gravels in which they occur to the fluvio-glacial gravels 
capping the Chiltern Hills appeared to be different at Mill End and Croxley 
Green. The investigations therefore were primarily undertaken to determine 
if a sequence of cultural types existed among the palaeolithic implements; and 
secondly, to ascertain the relationship between the gravel at Croxley Green pit 
and the fluvio-glacial drift lying on the adjacent hill-tops. The work failed to 
detect any discontinuity between these two spreads of gravel, but for reasons 
stated below, it is highly probable that the Croxley Green gravel is merely re¬ 
arranged fluvio-glacial material derived from the neighbourhood. 

Before dealing with the wider aspects of the question, a description is 
necessary of the two pits, and especially of certain significant features in them. 

■ limon des plateaux ’ is of late St. Acheul date (Geneva Congress, 1912, Comptes-rendus, i, 245); further 
references in Revue prehistorique, ii (1907), 160, and 9 (footnote ); Comment, Les Hommes contemporains 
du Renne, 28, 43. 
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Long X’allev Wood, Croxley Greex. 

Fig. lo is drawn to scale, but is diagrammatic and shows the general 
character of the deposit in Long Valley Wood, Croxley Green. 

E'rom the surface of the chalk at the base ot the pit to the soil, there are 
upwards of 25 ft. of sand, clay, and gravel. The lowest 7 ft. (7) consist of un¬ 



rig. 10. Diagrammatic section of gravel face, Long Valley Wood pit, Croxley. 


stratified detritus with many large boulders of flint, quartzite, and other rocks, 
differing in this respect from (6) the overlying 4 ft. of gravel with much smaller 
constituents. 

These beds are succeeded by 7 ft. of strongly current-bedded gravel and 
sand (5), the sand resting for the most part on the low'er gravel. A foot or two of 
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mottled flay (4) lies evenly upon the current-bedded san«l; it Is- fesUKuied l)y 
(2 and 3) included clusters or lumps of srnivel which n])pear 10 have been 
forcibly driven into it, sometimes to a depth of 3 ft. The surface beds (1) and 
soil arc less than a toot thick. 

At the base of the pit the gnivel has lieen dug out by the workmen, and 
the chalk surface on wliich it rests laid bare. A scries of roughly parallel 
grooves channel the chalk (b), ranging from a few inches up to several feet in 
depth, fhese channel appear to have been formed by numerous streams llow- 
mg over the chalk surface side by side, and much at the same time. The largest 
boulders tend to .accumulate in these channels. 

Many of llu? constituent.s ot the lower beds of gravel are large stonto which 
might even be described as boulders. The be^t-known ol thest^ arc the .sarsens 
dtrscribed by Mr. Hopkinson.’ some of which mcasui tr 4 ft by .? ft. by 2 ft., while 
others are purplish quartzite, probably dertvttd from the Buntcr Beds of the 'rrias; 
s.iudslone, vein-quartz, and tourmalinized grit similar to rocks now found in 
the gnmitic regions of Cornwall and Devon; and large masses of Chalk 
flint 

As these boulders occur also in the liuvio-glacial gnivel, it is probable that 
they arc simply derived from that drift, and re-assorterl by river action. They 
could not be transported over long distances by a slowly flowing stream, and 
there is no evidence j)ointing to an origin other than the one suggested. A 
feature of I he lowest parts of the griivel is the prevalence of stiiining or even of 
coaling of the stones by black dio.xide of manganese. 

'1‘hcre is no trace of bedding ihroughoul the whole H ft of this gravel, but 
the tumbled raiisses Indicate dej)Osition from sudden ru.shcs of w.iler. 

More normal river-action is shown by the overlying gravels and sand^ which 
are alK.>iil 7 ft. thick, and cvcr>'where conspicuously current-bedded. Tl»e .sand 
is mostly confined 10 llie bottom 4 ft, above which lenses and streaks of gravel 
appear, and towards the nc.xt bed tend ic.) coalesce into a uniform ma.s.s. 

'rhe.st^ l)ed.s iirc cut evenly acro.ss l>y a seam of mottled cla)^ ranging from 
I ft. to 3 ft in thickness, which for a distance of over a hundred yards shows no 
sign of disturlxince. It in turn is overlain by a .seam 4 ft. thick of similar mottled 
clay, which is much disturl)ed by clusters ot gravel, some of which arc 3 ft thick. 
'I hese seams of mottled clay look at first sight a.s though they were /;/ situ \ 
they arc certainly ilerivcd Irom the mottled clays of the Reading Beds, and 
cannot have travelled tar. 

This spread of gravel continues without any perceptible slope into the mass 


’ Prve. OVW. Assttc., xx (1907), p. 96, and H. Kidncr, ibid., xxi (1909), p. 
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covering llu* long spur on which ihe village of Croxley Green is built, and, as 
shown by the Geological map. this forms part of the great sheet of fluvio-glacial 
gravel lying on the southern slope of the Chilleni Hills, There is neither 
a terrace notching the hill nor a slope of ban; chalk between this gravel and the 
fluvio-glacial beds, the section (tig. ii) in these respects ditTering entirely from 
that at Mill End. next to be described. 


SeciiOMA.i4t»<kiii 



II. Scciioii Mcrow llic vmIIcv l)inni|>ii Lung Vallry WaikL uli:ii)g Iliic A Fn Og, i. 


Mit.i. Knd, RiCKMANSWOUTII, 

'rhutioldsat the top of the hill in Derry Lane near Catlips Farm are nearly 
flat, and lie at some 500 ft. above sea-lcvci. They are covered with a thick 
sheet of Huvio-glaeial gravel, identiad in character with the Caoxley Green 
ileposits. and sprca<Iing iinintciTuptedly over the surface of the Chilterns almost 
to the chalk c.scarpmcnt. 

From the 300 ft contour the land falls steeply to the terrace of the river 
Colne (fig. 12). and consists of bare chalk without any appreciable coating of 
gravel, as may be seen by the scction.s in the two chalk quarries. Eighty feet 


IMU 

Fi’k. la. Scctiou Hcruiis the \-allc)r Ihmiigh Mill End pit, alung line 11 in Hg. i. 

• 

below the level of the flu\'io-glarial drift another wide spread of gravel forms 
the terrace flanking the river (.'olne, and it is in this spread that the pits at 
Mill End have been excavated. 

The sections exposed in these pits differ essentially from those at Croxley 
Cjrecn. A foot and a half of stony soil lies upon i6 ft. of red gravel with seams 
of sand. It is an iinstnilified mass consisting of Icn.st^s of sand lying among 
the more stony constituents. A peculiar feature of the gravel is the fre(|uent 
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pi-csence of large hollow or cave-like spaces, wloich possibly were originally filled 
with frozen masses of sand, from which the w'ater drained away on thawing. 
'J’hesc are a source ot danger to the workmen, who, however, have learned to 
detect signs of thi:ir presence before the ground colla[)seN. 

‘rhe gravel here also rcst.s in channels tail in the chalk, but there arc not so 
many large boulders as at C.’roxlcy Green. Watcr-w’orn and sub angular stones 
arc about equally common, and the gravel was probably derived from the fiuvio- 
glaclal beds of the Chiltcrn Hills. 


The Gravei-s of the Thames Valley. 

'riie relative periorls of formation of the several kinds of gravel foun<l in Ihe 
rhames valley can only be inferred trom the somewhat meagre <lctail.‘i that 
have been gathered by many obsf:rvcrs. Roughly, there are three main groups, 
described respectively as plateau gravel, fluvio-glacia! gravel and valley gravel. 

Phitcau f^ravel forms widespread sheets covering Ihe flat uplands in Hants, 
Berkshire, and Surrey, and consists mainly of flint and chert. 'Hiese uplands, 
although generally Hat, arc not all at the same height above sea-level but iorm 
a series of steps, one st‘parated from another by more or less bare slopes. 

The gravels termed Jluvio^glacial contain, in addition to the constituents of 
l(»cal derivation, fragments of rocks derived from distant localitics,such as pel:>bles 
of quartzite from the ’friassic rocks, radiolarian cherts and crinoidal limestone 
from the Ctuhonifcrous Beds, and various kinds of igneous rocks. These gravels 
also form wide spreads covering high lantland sweeping downwanls from near 
the escarpment towards the river. 

As a rule, the valley gravels lie at a considerably lower level tlian either ot 
the two previous groups, especially where the two o<’:our in the same neighlxMir- 
hood, as for instance near Richmond Park, wiicrc the Iluvio-glacial drift lies 
8 o ft. higher than the terrace gravels. If this relationship cvcrN'Avhcrc obtained, 
the problem of their respective ages would be simplified, but unfortunately 
there are localities w here the fluvio-glacial gravels form sheets continuous witli 
th<? terrace gravels, especially in the lower reaches of the river. 

Rut. it may l)c asked, is there any valid evidence for assigning these gravels 
to their relative places in time? There are some significant sections which 
supply relevant data in answer to lhi.s query. For instance, in the iVldcrshot 
and Easthampstcad country the plateau gravels cover all the high ground. 
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extending'lor many miles at a uniform altitude of 400 ft. above .sca-levcL Sur- 
nmnding these hills are <.4lkT flat-topped ridges also capped with gravel at 
gradually <leere;tsing lieiglith llie slopes l^etween the flats arc smeared over 
with gravel, and the whole as.seml>lage, seen in plan, forms a fan or broad delta 
with its apex pointing at the Farnham (iap. Similar fans occur throughout the 
upper reaches of the Thame.s-Kcnnct drainage basin. Both in form and con¬ 
stitution, these fans closely resemble the wash-out gmvels of glacial ami glaciated 
regions, and this fact, with othei's which need not be enumerated, renders a 
.similar origin probable. 

Tin- masses of graved were carried forward and buried the whole landscape, 
hill and valley alike, .so tliai the pre-glacial topography can in great part be 
restored by careful con.sidcration of the |)rt-sent disposition of these fans. 

The plateau graN'cls, howex'er, do not contain fragments of lock.s di^rived 
from di.stant sources, but on their noithern margins they anastomose with sheets 
of fluvio-glacial drift, which do contain such fragments, and mask the lower slopes 
of the Chiltern I lills. These sheets appear to have .swept in through the gorges’ 
cut through the escarjmietU, <.>ne slieet flowing generally .south-westwards from 
th«* neiglfljourhood of .Stevenage Gap. and meeting with another vast stream 
flowing liom the west through the chalk n(*;ir Goring, if it were the onlv evi¬ 
dence available, the junction along a general east and west line of these fluvio- 
glacial and plateau gravels would suggest conlemjroraneity of the two; but there 
are, at several localities, sections which show the fluvio-glacial resting upon, and 
therefore later than, the plateau gTa\'eds. but the diflerence in time ]s jnobabiy 
not great, and in fact the two may in pari be contemporarv'. 

The di.slril)iilion and disposition of the fluvio-glacial ririft leaves no uncer¬ 
tainly that at the period of its formation the escarpment of the Cdialk wits 
in exi.slcnce. and the main tectonic features of the d hames vallcv had l>een 
ffrrmcd. They were afterwards, in part at least, buried and masked ”l)y the vast 
sheets of drift which were swept in through ihe siweral gaps. The consecpient 
tributary vallej^j ought to show this infilling; and w'herc over-deepening occurs, 
the evidence should be clear, but there are apparently no records of such drift- 
filled valleys having been rc-e.\cavatcd. 

The further history of the Thames valley is revealed liy the valley deposits 
or terrace gravels. Where these occur in the neighbourhoorl of the other drifts 
in the upj)er parts of the Thames valkiy there is iLsiially a difference of leva*! 
between the two of some So ft., but followed <l()wn-stream the terrace would 
appear to cut across the glacial drift. ‘I'hu.s at Hornchurch, Rssex, the gravels 

* Summary nf /^roj^m^/or Gcol. Sjirvej', pp. 33 6. 

* Gcoltu(\ aj lltc ( uHttln atvutui licfuimg \ Geol. Sun'ey, 19031, p, 75. 
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of the highest terrace rest on the chalky Roiikler-clay,‘ a drift formed rather 
later than the fluvio-glacial gravel. It is thus possible to trace a succession ol 
drifts, the plateau gravel ami lluvirvglacial drill preceding the Boulder-clay and 
terrace gravels. The periods of formation were .successive but continuous, and 
were not interrupted by violent, cataclysmic changes; hence there is always 
difficulty in assigning parts of the deposits to their respective i*>osition 5 . 
Geological inferences rest upon the balance of probabilities: .and when 
difficulties .arise, the most [wobable explanation is accepted sooner than others. 
Neither Ls it surprising that paradoxes occur in thi.s connexion, and the 
pre.sent qucr>* is a case where the balance of probability must be accepted. 
For instance, it might be held that as no distinction can be traced between 
the gravel at Croxley Green and the fluvio-glacial gravel, and as the Croxley 
Green gravel contains palaeolithic implements of both ('hcUcs and St. Acheul 
forms, therefore the fluvio-glacial gravel was laid down after those palaeolithic 
periods had ceiised. Ac*ceptance of thi.s contention involves the further con¬ 
clusion that the ch.alky Boulder-clay was also deposited after the early ])alaeo- 
lithic periods had ended. We are then faced with the parado.\ that in die 
great majority of loixilitins where palaeolithic gravels occur in association 
with ch.alky Houldcr-clay, these gravels arc demonstrably later than the glacial 
drift.* Thus the stratigraphical evidence i.s op|)osed to the conclusion that 
the Croxley Green implements occur in the fluvio-gl.acial drift. 'I’here is, 
moreover, nothing surprising in die fact that no distinction can be drawn 
between the ri\'cr and Hm'io-glacial gravels in tliat locality when their historj' is 
considered. 

Further, the topography of the country enveloped by these drift.s can be 
reconstructed. Briefly, this may be said to difier but little from the existing 
Thames valley, for the main features of the catchment area were already in 
existence when the gravel mas.ses were swejit over and buried them. After the 
rigours of the glacial f>eriocl with its torrential floods had ceased, more normril 
river erosion ensued, and the terrace gravels were deposited, but there was prob¬ 
ably no great break in the succession of deposits. xAnd so it may be said that 
a bed of gnivel belongs in part to one terrace and in part to another. The 
capacity of the rivets, however, to carry their freights of detritus varied according 
to rainfall and gradient; during some periods it was powerful enough to sweep 
forward enormous masses of gr.avel, but at others liad lost its strength and could 
only cut through the burden previously dropped, while ilie stream Iried to avoid 

’ T. V. Holmes, Quart. Jounu Gfot. Sor., xlviii I i8«)2), p. 365. 

‘ Qumi. Joum. Gtol. Sve,, vol. xvii, pp. 366-7, 1861; litpt. But. .Isux.f 1896, pp. 1-13 ; FrxK. E. 
Auj^Uan Prehist. Svc., vol. t, p. 43* 
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«^s|acJe b>’ skirting around its borders and thus undercut its old banks. 
Ihis It'd to collapses of the banks and consequent mingling of (lerx)sits formed 
at greatly different periods. At Croxley Green there appears to be an instance 
of this character which would cxjilain the paradox. At Mill End there is no 
doubt, as the terrace gravel is scparrited by So iL of bare chalk from the fluvio- 
glaaal drift ; and this fact renders it highly improbable that, at such a short 

distance, a similar gravel containing identical implements should lie of grcatlv 
different age. ^ 


Vll. —Recent Roman Discoveries in Loncfon. Frank Lambert, 


Read itth February, 1915. 


I. ROMAN WAI.LS DISCOVERED IN 1880-18O1 ON THE SITE OF 

LEADEN HALL MARKET. 

The material dealt with in the first section of this paper can only be called 
‘recent ’ in a secondary' sense. 11 is not so much a discovery as a rediscovery 
of old evidence long overlooked. 

The site of Leadenhall Market has long been known to cover the remains 
of extensive and importint Homan buiklings. .Sir William Tite recorded ' in 
1848 that ‘besides other remains of buildings, walls 6. 7. and 11 ft. in breadth, 
extending eiist and west, were found at and near Half Moon Passage in Grace- 
church .Street'. This tvist and west wall \ras again struck in up5, when sewers 
were laid under the avenue of Lcadenhall Market (which now covers the site of 
Half Moon Passage), and was re(;orded by Messrs. Norman and Reader,* 

The most complete uncovering of the site, however, had taken place in the 
winter of 1H80-1881, during the demolition prepanitor)'’ to the building of the 
prc.sent market Several vague and inadequate contemi)orary' descriptions of the 
remains then dis^dosed are extant. The most precise is that of Mr. E. P. L. Brock, 
who, at a meeting of the British Archaeological A.ssociation on 16th February, 
1881,* ‘exhibited a scries of plan.s of excavations recently carrie<l out at Lcadenhall 
Market, showing the foundations of an apse 33 IL wide, and indications of four 
(listinctlydiflerentconflagrrations’. The plans mentionedwere never published.and 
seem to have disappeared completely. On 2nd March. 1881, the same gentleman * 
* described fuii her discoveries at Lcadenhall, showing the great extent of Roman 
building, and the thickness of walling. He al.so exhibited fragments of fresco 
paintings, with ornamental patterns, ., . The building appears to have had the 
form of a basilica in some respects, w'ith eastern apse, western nave, and two 

* Ouahfcne of AniiqHiliafohmi m Utf Extavniiom at thf Nm Royni Exchange, p. xii. 

* AnMacoiogta, lx, 235. * Jvuni. Brit. Arrh, Ass., xxxvii,9o. * i. 
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Fig. I. Site of Lcadenhall Market. Roman N^-alls nnd loundAtionit hatched. A— exUnt bnck pier. fig. 4. 
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Fig 3. Sections 01 waII (at 9 w And 9 in fig. 9 ), iS- 
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chambers like transepts on the south side.’ Another summary ‘ describes ‘ walls 
of great thickness, one with a circular apex (sic) at the south-west end 

Plans and drawings of these discoveries by Mr. H. Hodge were known to be 
contained in the Gardner collection. Duplicates of them, however, in the Guild¬ 
hall collection seem to have escaped the notice of archaeologists. Reproductions 
ol the latter set are here published, by permission of the Library and Museum 
Committee of the Corporation of London.- 

Theplan (fig. i) covers approximately the southern half of the quadrilateral 
space bounded by Gracechurch Street, Leadenhall Street, Whittington Avenue, 
and the Avenue of the Market. It shows clearly at the eastern end a quarter- 
circle of 25 ft. 7 in. radius, which seems to represent the ‘ eastern apse ’ mentioned 
by Brock. To the west of this arc are indications of two chambers, each about 
30 ft. wide, and in continuation of its southern line a wall about 150 ft. long, 
having the extraordinary breadth of 12 ft. 7 in., runs to the line of, and appa¬ 
rently underneath, Gracechurch Street. On its north side, at the extreme west 
against Gracechurch Street, are uncertain traces of an apse about 25 ft. wide. This 
is probably the western ‘apex ’ of the Archaeological Review. From the south side 
of the central wall, at the east end, spring at right angles three walls, which doubt¬ 
less enclose the ‘ two chambers like transepts ’ mentioned by Brock. It was this 
huge central wall which was noted by Sir W. Tite in 1848, and planned, with its 
two southern chambers, by Messrs. Norman and Reader in 1906. 

It is probable that work of different periods is included in this plan, and 
cannot with certainty now be distinguished. For example, the small apse at 
the western end seems hardly consistent with the rest of the structure. 

Perhaps the drawings which accompany the plan, and which Mr. Hodge 
made at the same time, may help to distinguish work of different dates. The 
largest of these (fig. 2) is a general view of the site, made before the completion of 
the excavation, for the plan shows further remains to the north. Several portions 
of the Roman walling are numbered, and of each of these Mr. Hodge made a 
drawing on a larger scale. 

P'ig. 4 shows a solid brick wall which still remains in the cellar of a shop at 
the northern corner of Leadenhall Market and Gracechurch Street. The drawing 
is in one respect erroneous. The plinth, as drawn, appears to be partly of stone 
partly of brick. It is in fact entirely of sandstone. 

* Arch. Rev., 1,273. 

- The originals in the Guildhall Library are in pencil on yellow tracing-paper, and cannot therefore 
be satisfactorily photographed. The figures published herewith are reproduced from ink tracings. I did 
not learn till these tracings were being made that Mr. Norman and Mr. Reader had already taken some 
steps towards the publication of the Gardner set. I have to thank them forvery generously waiving the 
claim to priority of publication, which their work on Roman London undoubtedly gave them. 
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Solid brick buiklin*;^ of Roman date ii> exceedingly rare. The best known 
example is seen in the Fiasilica (now a Protestant church) rjf Trier,* auribiite<l to 
the time of ("onstantine. In that case the joints are of red mortar (mixed with 
sand and pounded tile) and as wide as the tiles they sepaiate. In this piece in 
Leadenhall Market the mortar seems all to Ixr white, and a little less thick than 
the tiles. 


It will \)c noticed that this brick jner stands on the northern halfof the great 



Fig. Leailanhall Maricrit. pier (no. tit in |i£. a). 


central wall. Pig. 3 .shows two sections of this wall. I'he northern half appears 
to be of bri<:k, the rc.st of stone or rubble, as though one wall had been built along 
the face of another. Of cour.‘^c it cannot be assumed that the brick portion w'as 
built of brick through its entire height. The small [Kwtion of the wall which 
remained, and was drawn in these sectioms, may oidy n*i)resent a bonding-course 
sc\'cral layers thick. 

Fig. s s>howssection and elevation ot a piece ol wall about 12 ft high which 
remained south of the apse. 

The metho<l of eonslruction shows a general resemblance to that of the City 
Wall of London—a method not uncommon in the south of England and in Gaul. 
A core of rubble is faced with small sr.juaretl stones (in London ragstone from 
Kent), and the whole w.'dl is strengthened at inlerxals with bonding-courses of 

' See U*C AnU//ii(iry, April 1915, m>il HcUiicr, Fuhrtr tlutth Trifr. 
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Fig. 5. Lcadenhall Market. Roman walls (no. 4 e in fig. 2). 
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Fig. 8. Leadenhall Market. Roman wall (no. 3 in fig. 2). 
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Fig. 9. Leadenhall Market. Roman walls (no. 2 in fig. 2). 





















































































































































Fig. lo. Lcadenhall Market. Roman walls (nos. 3 and 4 in fig. 2). 
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Fig. II. Leadcnhall Market. Roman walls (nos. 4 and 5 in fig. 2). 
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tiles. In London Wall the bonding-courses are never more than three layers 
thick. In these, walks live rows of tiles occ«asionally appear. 

Fig. 6 shows the cast lace ot the wall behind the apse, and a brick drain to 
the south of it. F'ig. 7 shows part of the s;ime east wall in greater detail. Fig. 8 
shows in detail the east face of the wall that separale.s the two southern ehamb<rrs. 
The con.siderable thickness of mortar I)elwccn the course.s of tile is vei*}' clear in 
these last drawings. It is stated by M. Blanchel ‘ that in the buildings of Gaul. 
a.s in tho.s(‘ of Rome, late work shows great increase in the thickness of mortar 



Fig. 12. Lxsdcnhall Market. Kotnan brick wall (no. 6 in fig. 2). 


between tile cour.ses. If this rule holds goorl for Britain, the wTills under con- 
sifleration should belong to the third or fourth centur}'. 

big. 9 illustrates the .south wall of the chamber south of the apse. 

Figs. 10 and ii show angles of the two south chambers. The work is obvi¬ 
ously of the siime type as that shown in tlie last five drawings. 

big. 12 shows another fragment of solid brick wall crossing the brick drain 
at the extreme south-east corner of the site. 

It is hardly* po.s.sible now to produce a convincing reconstruction of the j)l;m 
of this once important building. It is clear from the drawings that the bulk of the 

’ A. niaiu'lict, i.uciinU> Romitiim dt /<i ftnufr, p.251; j<c pis. tii-v and xi-xvi for example.*; of 
thiKtype of wall in Gaul. 
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eastern portion of the remains is homogeneous in structure and contemporaneous 
in date. The extra thickness of the great central wall and the fragments of solid 
brick at either end of the site represent perhaps later additions. Little more 
than this can be deduced from these imperfect records of an important find. 

Unsatisfactory, however, as are these remains, they yet form the most 
extensive fragment of a Roman building lound, and recorded in some detail, 
within the walls of London. Unhappily they cannot be brought into close 
relation with other discoveries in a neighbourhood where many such discoveries 
have been made.’ Roach Smith described Leadenhall Street as ‘ abounding in 
debris of buildingsbut not a foot of walls or foundations was planned before 
their destruction. Several pieces of wall have been put on exact record by 
Messrs. Norman and Reader,* notably west and south of St. Peter’s, Cornhill, and 
in Gracechurch Street between Bell Yard and Corbet Court, but these do not 
appear to be immediately connected with the remains found in Leadenhall 
Market. We must wait for building operations of the future to throw perhaps 
some faint light on the topography of this part of Londinium. 

II. EXCAVATIONS ON THE SITE OF THE OLD GENERAL POST OFFICE, 

ST. MARTIN’S-LE-GRAND. 

(rz) The first modern excavation on this site took place in 1818, when the 
maze of alleys which then covered it was demolished for the erection of Smirke’s 
building, which was completed in 1825. The builders of that date cleared the soil 
to a depth of 16 ft. to 18 ft. over almost the whole of the site. There was found and 
recorded in some detail a crypt,® ‘ in the rear of St. Leonard’s, Foster Lane , a part 
of which, massively constructed and containing Roman bricks, was supposed by 
some antiquarians of the time to be Roman. Its appearance as illustrated in the 
Gentlemans Magazine^ indicates a Norman date. It is also stated® that ‘in the 
back part of one of the vaults was found a large quantity of human bones, thrown 
promiscuously together, as if collected from different graves ’. This discovery 
of 1818, though it has no connexion with Roman London, is mentioned here 
because some indication of it emerged during the excavations of 1913 1914- 

A few vague contemporary references to the early work suggest the general 
conditions of the site which were to be disclosed in 1913. An anonymous pam- 

’ See Topographical Inde.x of V. C. 11 . London, under Cornhill, Gracechurch Street, Leadenhall 
Street and Market. 

* Archaeologia, L\, 225, fig. 22, and l.xiii, 329, fig. 32. 

® Archaeologia, xix, 255, and xxvii, 411. 

® Ibid., 2']2. See also 1819, ii, 325, and 1825, ii, 245. 

G g 2 


■* Gent. Mag., 1818, ii, 393. 
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pliltjt published in 7830 ‘ states that ‘ in the Roman times \vc arc certain that ^is 
was a remarkable spot ; for traces both of the living and ol the dead—coins, 
beads, ornaments of dress, glasses of various shapes, pottery — in amphoras, 
Samian ware, both plain and l>eautifully figured; funeral arms (s/r) with burnt 
bones and ashes, lachr}-matories, &c, have been excavated in abundance. Several 
specimens of these are now in the Guildhall Library'.' 

The earliest list of donations to the (xuildhall Museum records the receipt 
in 1829 from Mr. H. Curcton of an amphora, a rinerary' urn containing burnt 
l)Ones, .s<'>mc fragments of ’Samian', and other objects found in St. Martin's-Ic- 
(i rand. I'hcy arc, however, quite inadequately described, they were n ever marked 
with any reference to their site, and they cannot therefore now be identifier! from 
among the multitude of Roman objects vaguely labelled ‘ founrl in London ’. 

I n 1822 a concrete raft, 6 ft. to 8 ft. thick, wa.s laid over the whole site, except for 
a small space where two areas flanked the central porch, and no such solid founda¬ 
tion was needed. 'I’he most enlightening account of the condition of the site is 
contained in a note on the use of concrete by Mr. Jame-S Rimes in A^ofes antf 
Queries, qlh October, 1858. ‘'nic first concreted foundation of magnitude *, he 
says, ‘ was laid by Sir Rol>ert .Smirkc, R.A., under tlie General Post ( Jfficc in 
St. lilartin's-le-Grand. When this destruction of streets, lanes, alleys, and courts 
was completed, and the site laid open, a greater diversity of subsoil was never 
before exposed to view, as I am a living and almostdaily witness of the progress 
of this fine substruction. It was a maze of cesspools and wells of various dcpth.s 
and densities; sewers, drains, and lx)g'holes, intersected with brick foundations 
of various agc.s, from the time of the Romans to the Great Fire, many of them 
as hard as the back of Mount Leinster; and presente <1 a diversity’ of hard and 
soft j)Iaces that would have puzzled any architect from Viliuvius ... to Wotton, 
Jones, or Wren.' 


(/;) Such was all the evidence upon which one might have based a forecast 
of what was to be revealed when .Smirke’s building was demolished in the winter 
of 1913, and his concrete raft removed. The foundations of the Accountant- 
General’s office lie considerably deeper than those ot the previous building. 
Not only, therefore, was the concrete removed, but the soil excivated under it 
to a depth of about 23 ft. (at the south end) and 22 ft. (at the north cn<l of the site) 
below the street level of St. Martin's-lc-Grand, which rises from nortli to south. 

‘I hc broad truth of Mr. Elmes’s description was at once apparent when 
scction.s were laid bare thi'ough the concrete and the subsoil (pL XX111). 

• Illustrations of flu Site and Heighbourhooii oj the New Post Office, p. 3 (aiu-ibutetl 10 William 
Herbert, Guildhall Librarian). 
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Fig. I. General Post Oflice site. Part of east side 



Fig. 2. General Post Office site. Part of south side 

I. Street level (Foster Lane, fig. i). 2. Basement, old G.P.O. building. 3. Concrete raft. 4. Brick earth, and 
5, gravel, with sections of pits. 6. Gravel floor, showing faint outlines of pits 

Published by the Society of Antiquaries of London, 1915 
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Immediately under the raft was a layer of brick-earth, from 2 ft. to 4 ft. In thick¬ 
ness, the remains of a deposit at least 8 ft thick when the raft was constructed. 
'I'ltis layer rested on a loose and ralhersandy gravel, which was found, by experi¬ 
mental boring made on the site by the authorities of St. Paul’s (.athedral. to 
descend another 20 feet before meeting the upper surface of the London Clay. 
It was immediately clear from such sections as those illustrated in pi. XXIII, 
that rubbish-pits had been dug in the brick-earth, and often through it into the 
gravel. The great majority of these pits, containing nothing but Roman dcibri.s, 
wxTc obviously of Roman dale; and as the work of excavation proceeded, they 
were found .scattered over almost the w'hole of the site. 

It need hardly be said that rubbish-pil.s are a common feature of every 
Romano-British site of any importance.* Of the many that must have existed 
below the surface of London, a few have l^-en recognized and described. 1 he 
most carefully recorded of these is the large pit found in 1^141 under the north¬ 
west corner ol the Royal Exchange.* This w’as about 50 ft. long trom north to 
south by 34 ft. from cast to west, and sank in the gravel to a depth of 33 ft. Ixdow 
the street level. The pit was filled with w’hat Sir William litc described as 
* hardened mud and contained large quantities of animal and vegetable remain.s, 
I'loman pottery and other olyects of Roman date, most ol w'hich are now' in 
the Guildhall \Iuseum. In later Roman times the whole pit had been covered 
wdth a bed of concrete rather more than a foot thick, and remains of a building 
which had been crecteil on the spot were found. 

Other Roman pits have been discovered in the immediate neighbourhood 
of the Cieneral Post Office. A well-known passage in tlie ly rent alia describes 
one which caused .Sir Christoplit^r Wren some tremble In the building of 
St Paul’s.* • In the Progress of the Works of the Foundations, the Sur\’eyor 
met with one unexpected difficulty; he began to lay the foundations trom the 
West-end, and had proceetled successfully through the Dome to the EasU-nd, 
w’here the Brick-earth Bottom was yet very good; but as he went on to the 
North-cast Comer, which was the last, and where nothing was expected to 
interrupt he fell, in prosecuting the Design, upon a Pit where all the Pot-earth 
had been robb'd by the Potters of old Time: here were discovered Quantities 
of Urns, broken V’esscls and Poller>--warc of divers Sorts and .Shapes; how far 
this pit extended Northward, there was no occasion to examine.’ 

Further early references to the finding, in and about .St Paul’s Churchyard, 

’ See Mr. Ct«rlc*% notes in tietastead Reftori, pp. T05-106. 

* See VV. Titc, Autiquifies fotmd tn th< Elscavations at the Sea.' Royal Exchange. 

^ Paren/afia, p. 306 . Mr. Mcrx'yn Macartney, F.S.A.. lias recently pointed out errors in this 
description of Wtvn'.s work, but iliey do not affccl the fact of the existence of tl\c rubbish-pit (Pro- 
ceeditigs, xxvi, 219). 
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of much ‘ Samian ’ and other Roman pottery suggest, in the absence of building 
remains on the site, that other pits besides that which surprised Wren have been 
struck in this neighbourhood.' 

In 1845 Mr. W. D. Saull * noticed what was probably a rubbish-pit in digging 
for sewers at the west end of Cheapside. About 20 ft. below the present surface, 
he found thin seams of ashes, circular in plan and concave in section, above the 
undisturbed gravel. These were overlaid by Roman debris—pottery, coins, and 
painted plaster are specified. Mr. Saull assumed the burnt layers to be the remains 
of a ‘British hut-circle’. The conditions are so similar to those observed in several 
recent digging (cf. fig. 2, pi. XXIII) that it is more than probable 
that Mr. Saull only found another rubbish-pit. 

In recent years Messrs. Norman and Reader =» noted eight pits on the site of 
Christ’s Hospital; and finally, turning to another part of the City, the last section 

of this paper will describe pits of early Roman date lately disclosed in Kins* 
William Street. ^ 

The discoveries of 1913 the General Post Office, therefore, were not the 
first that revealed this feature of Roman life, either in the north-west corner of 
Londinium or in London generally. To return to the excavation of 1913; under 
the conditions inevitable to contractors’ work, careful observation of the position 
in which objects were found, or their association one with another, was almost 
impossible. The blasting of the concrete and the removal of the soil beneath it 
were carried on simultaneously. A section was cut near the south end of the 
site to the depth finally required for the new foundations, and this section was 
carried steadily northward. The concrete, as it was blasted yard by yard fell 
into the confused heap of gravel, brick-earth, and the black earth of the pits at 
the bottom of the section. Archaeologically the most that could be done was to 
collect every fragment possible from the workmen—and it is due to Mr. Thomas 
Wilson, then Clerk of Works at the General Post Office, that this was most care- 
mlly done—to make such few notes as were possible on the circumstances of the 
finds, and subsequently to report on the collection as a whole. 

As on most Romano-British sites, ‘Samian’ pottery was abundant and oro- 
vided the most reliable data for analysis. The examination of the fragments of this 
and other types of pottery made three conclusions clear. 

The first conclusion was that the majority of the finds belonged to the fir^t 
century. Of 89 fragments of decorated ‘Samian’, 52 could be assigned to the 
potteries of La Graufesenque, and the remaining 37 to those centred in Lezoux 


- W. D. Saull, 'Nolitia BriUinniae, pp. 13-15. 3 Archaeologia, l.xiii, 284-5. 


in 
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I he following’ potters stamps represented the wares of La Graufesenque: 


OFA_BA'l 

on form 

27 

MONTANVS on 

form 

27 

ANAN 1 

>> 

27 

OFAVR [ 

f 9 

27 

OFBASSICO 


29 

. OF AAn^ TR F 

Jf 

18 

BICAFEC 

}} 

18 

OFNCRI 

ff 

27 

BVCCVSF 


31 

OFNCR 

99 

24/25 

OFCALVI 


27 

OFPASSE 

ff 

18 

COSIRVF 


29 

PASSIEN 

f } 

15*1 

COSIRVTIN 

99 

18 

PATRIC 

f 

27 

OFCREST 

99 

18 

OFPOSFEI 

f f 

18 

OFCRESTI 

99 

27 

[r]vffi-ma 

9 9 

27 

OFROKTl 

99 

18 

RVFFIMA 

ff 

33 

OFRONTI 

99 

18 

OFRVFNI 

ff 

18 

GENTILIS-OFI 

99 

18 

OFRVFIN 

ff 

27 

[CER^ANIOF 

9 9 

18 

SACl^OtAAS 

ff 

18 

IVkkINI 

99 

18 

SECVNDV 1 

99 

18/31 

[? man]sveti 

99 

33 

SENICIO 

99 

24/25 

OFMAT 

99 

18 

OSEVERI 

ft 

18 

OFMODES 

99 

27 

OFVIRIL 

ft 

18 

MOM 

99 

27 





The following stamps represent the potteries of Lezoux and its neighbour¬ 
hood : 


AESTIVIM 

on form 

33 

IkkiOMRIM 

on form 

33 

BORIkkIOF 

99 

31 

SACER 

ff 

27 

BRICCI 

99 

33 

SACERI MAN 

ff 

33 

CARATILLI 

99 

80 ■ 

SACRIk-l-M 

f f 

31 

avMAnmo 

•• 

27 

SVOBNIM 


31 

DACOM I 

V 

31 ' 

TITVRONIS 

ff 

80 

DIVICATVS 

99 

33 1 





The following potter worked at Rheinzabern : 

MAMMILIANVS on form 37 (stamped on rim, no decoration remaining). 

The factories from which the following stamps emanated are not certainly 
known: ^ 


BALBiNVSF (? Galbinus)on form 18 
CA 00 IRON „ 27 

CAVTERRA^ 33 


CESTIIMA 

DONTIONIS 


reiicio) on lorm 


33 

27 and 33 


dllU 33 

.}^ subsequent lists the ‘ Samian ’ shapes are of course numbered according to the standard 

c assification of DragendorflF. The figure 15* represents the early shallow plate with round moulding 
{ViertelTundstab) inside. The normal type is better shown in Curie, Newsfead, pi. xxxix 2 or in 
Kittening, 1913, pi. xxxi, 4, than by Dragendorff. Many variations occur of the external hori¬ 
zontal flutings m this shape. 2 Not clear. Perhaps CAVfERRA. 
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[? of]ivca 

KARClIKKIM 

MENDA 

2 ANVIIIIMA 


on form 27 
» 27 

» 33 

M 18/31 


SITICVLA 
TAVRINI 
? VIINI 
? VAN! 


on form 27 
M 18/31 
„ 18 

„ 32? 


Of these, forms 18 and 27 were more probably made in the first centur}^ forms 
31 and 33 in the second. Dontio may bean early potter of Lezoux. Balbinus,' 
Caddiron, Sanvillus, and Taurinus^ may also perhaps be assigned to Lezoux. 
There seem to have been two Marcelli, one of late first-century date, the other 
working at Rheinzabern.® Felicio (?) seems to be an early potter, perhaps 
of Montans.'* 

Coins of the following reigns were found, confirming the dating of the 
potter}”^: Claudius (i), Nero (i), Domitian (i), Trajan (2), Antoninus Pius (2), 
Faustina I (i). Second Revolt of the Jews® (i), Victorinus (i), Valentinian I (i). 


The second conclusion derived from the examination of this pottery was that 
of the second-century fragments, only a small proportion dated later than 150 a.d. 
For example, there is no certainly German ware, except the stamp of ^lammi- 
lianus. The black slip ware known as ‘ Castor ’ was represented by one fragment 
only. The potters Aestivus, Caratillus, and Sacrillus ® are known from the Pud¬ 
ding-Pan Rock finds to have worked in the latter half of the second century. 

The third fact that emerged was that the pottery found at the south end of 
the site was distinctly earlier than that found at the north end. Speaking 
generally, the finds in the southern half belonged to the first century, those in 
the northern half to the second century. This is only what might have been 
expected, the southern part of the site being nearer the central and presumably 
earlier part of Londinium. 

These conclusions were fully confirmed by the later organized excavations. 

Pottery fragments were, of course, by far the commonest of the finds. Other 
objects, however, included: 

1. A gold ring, with a plain oval bezel and nicolo intaglio, showing an eagle 
devouring a hare. On the back, outside, are the initials Q D D. 

2. A part (about two-thirds) of a flat circular claymould,3| inches in diameter, 
with an erotic subject; probably for making appliqu6 medallions on a type of 
bulbous, three-handled jar, assigned by D^chelette to the valley of the Rhbne 

^ Perhaps G. Albinus, of La Graufesenque. 

® Perhaps a Pan Rock potter; see Proceedings, xxi, 288. 

^ See Wroxeter Report, 1912, 54. 

* See Dech. i, 272, and Wroxeter Reports, 1912, 52, and 1913, Also below, pp. 257 and 268. 

® See below, p. 241. * See Proceedings, xxii, 403. 
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and the late second and third centuries. Most of the moulds known were found 
at V^ienne, but some at Trier and Coloj^ne. See Diichelette, vol. ii, pp. 

308. For subject, see Eol/er, Rntuisihe Kentmik hi Trier, i, pi. xxix, 528. 

3. rhe head of a pipe-idii} statuette of Venus. A pilaster of tht^ small shrine 
in which this statuette may have stood was found on the same spot in subsequent 
excavations, and a restoration of the whole, based on a shrine found at \'ichy and 
illu.strated by Tudot, is shown in pi. XXV, fiff. i. These dome.sUc shrines were 
made chicHy in the south of Gaul, and in the first century. See Tudot. Ti^urines 
cn argile gallo-roununcs, especially pi. i. and ITroxeier Report, 1913. I^- 

lig. 10. The statuettes arc not uncommon, e.g. GnihihuU Mitsciuii tattihgne, 
pi. XV, 2. and xvi, 3, and IVroxefer Report, 1912, pi. xi. 

4. An iron spokeshavc. \ similar objert (but w'ith its back more cun'cd), 
found in the be<l of the Walbrook at Coiithall Court, and now in the Ciuildhall 
Museum, is figured by Messrs. Norman and Reader in Archaeologia, Lxiii, 
pi. Ixix, 4. Another in Devizes Mu.seum was found in the Romano-British 
settlement on Rushall Down. 

> A bronze coin of the Second Revolt of the Jews, under Simon Barcochab, 
.\.r>. 132-135. It is interesting to note that Julius Severus, the general who sup- 
pre.ssed the revolt, was recalled from the governorship of Britain to do so. See 

F\ W. Madden's Coins of the Jews, pp. 244, 39. ... 

6. A fragment of pottcr\* ol unusual type is illustrated in fig. 20. 1 his is part 
of a cylindrical lx>wl, of fairly fine l.irown clay, with faint traces of mica dusting. 
It is rudely stamped with a decoration, in two bands, of concentric circles, sm*ill 
dots and wedges, and ('-shaped ornaments. One mmute fragment of similar shape 
and ware was found in the 1914 excavation associated with pottery of the end 
of the first centur\, and the tnices of mica dust would suggest the same date. 
Both the stamped (ornament and the incised bands arc less regular than the 
complete restoration ot outline in fig. 20 seems to indicate. literal transcript 
of all the remaining ornament is shown in the lower figure. 

(c) Manyof the rulibish-pits descended below the depth,and extended outside 
the area,which the contractors had excavated. At the lieginning of 1914, therefore, 
when the contractors had completed their work, the site of the Cicneral Post Office 
w'as occupied by a great quadrilateral cavity, alK)ut 35^ fb l^y lb, and 22 ft. to 
24 ft. deep, on the .sides and floor of w'hich could clearly be seen the sections, in 
plan and elevation, of partly cleared rubbi.sh-pits (pi. XXlIll 

Mr. Philip Norman now took iq) the question of clearing out more carefully 
than had hitherto been possible the low'cst portions of the rubbi.sh.pits, which 
still remained in the gravel bottom of the site. I le approached the authorities 

voi_ ucvi. n 
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of the (iencral Lost Office for permission to undertake such digging, and applic<l 
to the Court of Common Council and to the Gf*hlsmillis Company, whose Hall 
arljoins the site, for the funds with which it might be carried out. Both applica¬ 
tions were entirely successful. The Corporation and the (Goldsmiths'Compan\' 
provided grants of money whii h together were amply sufficient for the purpose, 
and the Post Office officials co-oixTated heartily in the execution of the scheme. 
By the success of these negotiations, archacolog>' is indebted to Mr. Norman for 
a valuable nd<lltIon to all the excellent work he has done and caused to be done 
for the furtherance of our knowledge of Roman London. 

Mr. Norman cntnistcd the present writer, by permission of the Committee of 
the (iiiiklhall Library and Maseum, with the supen ision of the digging, which 
began on 12th March and lastttd e.xactly four weeks, ceasing at Eitster. Mr. 
'I'homas Wilson again gave freely his valualdc help in organizing the labour and 
preserving the finds, and prepared the plan on which lig. 13 i.s ba.sed. I'l. XXIV 
shows the appearance of the site after all the holes had been cleared to their 
f>ase and the earth with which they were ftlle<l had been heaped about them. 

ihis earth was almt>st invariably black an<l rather damp, and consisted 
presumably of animal and v egetable matter which had deeiiyed for the most part 
beyond recognition With it was mixed, a.s would be ex|>ected. a good deal of 
the gravel in which the j>its had been dug. Many also contained a considerable 
(piantity of the briek-carth which covers the site. 'I his la.st, however, was never 
used to line the sides or bottoms of the pits, nor did it ever occur in clear sinita. 
a.^ though deposits had been thrown in and covered. It was alway's found in 
irregular streaks and lumps, scalier ed indiscriminately among the contents of the 
pits, and appeared to have fallen into them from their .side.s. 

In this matrix of Idack gravelly earth were embedded, in most of the holes, 
fragments of pottery, animal bones, and occa.sionally other ^mall objects. Pottery 
w.a-s more .al)undant at the .south end of the .site than elsewhere, but bones were 
fairly equally distributed ovTr the whole area.' 

I he depth ol the pits was found to vary from a mere ^taining of the surface 
at which digging began to some seven feet (where the water-level was met) below 

* Mr. l.ycll kiiul cikiu^^Ii to cxrimine material from Pits E 23 and F 20 at St. MartinVIc-Grand 
Thf general appearance of each sug-gested an acciimulatiun of surface rubbish containinj; sand, ^K-bbles, 
lump.s of burnt rliiy, clwrroul, iti:., nnd showed evidence of infiltration ol in;n, giving the soil a more 
or less reddish ap|)earance. The sprreimen from Pit E contained .several lumps of burnt clay, a piece of 
eoarse pottery, a fragment of oyster shell, several smu-dl picct^.s of 0.1k, elder, and lia/cl chaixoul, nnd 
a few seeds of drier, u {( Hrrxy and a grain of wheat, also a few minute lioiies. Pit F speciruen 
contained a small fragment of Samian ware, a toe bone of a pig, a liny fragment of oy*»ler(?) shell, oak 
ehari'tuil, and u lingli* grain of wheat 


4 ,. 



Fig. 13. General Post Office site. Plan of pits. 
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that surtacc. The deepest pits tlierefore sank about thirty teet below the pave¬ 
ment level of St Martin’s-le-Grand. 

ITie contents of each j)il were kept carefully separate, an«l afterwards 
examined in ilciail, partly in order to date the beginnings of each pit partly in 
order to obtain new evidence, by the association of dated with undated pottery, 
of the age of different types of coarse Roman wares. 

The first results, the dating of the pits, arc illustrated in fig. which .shows 
their phin. In this plan, the absence of any lettering attached to a pit indicates 
that nothing was found in it but black earth ; A* (without figures) indicates that 
Roman pottery was found, but not .sufficient in quantity or .sufficiently distinctive 
in character to be dated; figure.s after /\ indicate the approximate limits of date 
•v 1). to which the contents of the pit probably belonged: b indicates that the pit 
contained animal bones; .1/ indicates that the pit was either dug or disturbed 
in the Middle Ages or more recenlly. 

1*he dating was based almost entirely on the shape and style of decorated 
‘Samian’and the potters* .stamps of plain ‘Samian’, according to the results 
obtfiined by Dechelette, Rittcrling, Knorr, and others on the Continent, and 
Mr, ("urle and others in this countr}\ The work done by Mr. Bushe-Fox in 
the investigation of coarse potterj' at Corbridge and W’roxeter has also been 
valuable for comparison. We were unlucky in finding only one decipherable coin,’ 

Pits which contained no ‘Samian' e;xcept fragments of form 29 or stamps 
of pre-Flavian potters (see Ritterling's list from Ilofhcim in NttssauiscUe 
,'liinuktiy xl, ]j. 2^9) have been as.signcd to the years a.d. 50-80. Where the 
‘Samian* consisted of fragments of form 37, in the style of La Graufesenque, 
there the pit ha.s been attributed to the years a.d. 70 100. Form 37 of 
Lezoux or the stamps of potters who worked in tlie neighbourhood of 
Lezoux have been taken to denote the second century'. Most of the deco¬ 
rated fragments of thest' factories were in the style of small panels W'hich seems 
to belong to the earlier part of the second century. Hardly any traces were 
found of the larger p:uicLs and broader style characteristic of f'innamus and 
Divixtus and their fellow'-craftsmen of the .Antoninc period. Irits which 
contained a mi.xture of the late prcxlucts of I .a Graufesenque and the earlier 
product'? of Lezoux have been dated a.d. 80 120. In a numlx^r of pits no 
‘Samian' at all w'as found; some of these were dated from their coarse ware, 
accui ding to results deduced from other pits which did contain ‘ .Samian' (see 
coarse ware below, figs. 14-16). 

(Obviously not evciy^ pit could be given even an approximate limit of 
time, but of the cases where this \va.s possible, it W'ill be seen that four pits w^ere 

' Of Valens, in a mixed pit at the suuUt end uf the $itc. 


Vou I.XVI I'lATiXXlV 



Pu/t/i-Ji'-J ^ 1 ' t/ir Soc»fy •»/ ^InfrijHOrics of hiHiwii, I0I5 
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due between .\.d. 50 and 80, fourteen between 70 and 100, ten between 80 and 
t20 or 130, nine in the first half of the second century, three in the middle of the 
second centur}', and one at tlic end <if that century* or the lieginning of the third. 

It will also be seen that the earliest pits arc situated towards the south end of the 
site, and the latest undisturbed pit at its extreme northern boundary. The latest 
of all the Roman objects, however, came to light in four very mixed pits at the 
.southern end, wliich contained remains dating from the first to the fourth cen¬ 
turies.* The pottery unearthed during the organized excavation of the lowest 
part of the pits was,*as would be expected, tm the whole a little earlier tlian that 
obtained by the contractors from the higher deposits. Otherwise the results of 
the second excavation entirely confirm those of the first. Ihcy al^ rai.se an 
interesting possibility. The latest and northernmost of the pits is only 70 yards 
south of the line of the wall of I .ondon, which at this point has not in recent ycai^ 
been uncovered. I f, when excavation lakes place on llu.s spot, our held ol ‘'ubbish- 
pits is found to extend under the line of the wall, we may at lust be aftorded 
definite evidence, in one direction of time at least, of the date of the ciicum\<i «i 

tion of London. . ^^ , 

In connexion with the plan several points of interest ma) here be noted. 

The Brsl pit which was cleared, in the c.\trcme north-east ..-orncr ol our .area, 
revealed the remains of wattle which had been u.scd to support its side. 1 he 
wood is hazel. I'his was the only in.stance of lining of any sort lound m any ol 

A'^umber of the pits at the north east comer contained fragments of 
medieval and later origin. Conspicuous among these is an oblong clia k-lmcd 

cnclosurc.apparentlv a cesspool, the deposit in which consisted chicBy of decayed 

bracken, containing fragments of fourteenth-century pottery; 

A lar<re irregular hole about zo ft. to the south of the hast was apparently 
dug after the (ircat Fire. It contained a considerable number of human bones, 
the skulls being at the opposite end of the hole from the limb-bones. 1 Ins .spot 
is near the msition of the churchyard of St. Leonards, Foster Lane, and rec.ills 
similar finds made during the excavation ol i8i« (see above, p. 235). The rag¬ 
stone foundations marked in solid binck to the soiiili ot the centre of the plan 
may also have some relation to the erypt found in 1818. 

The most remarkable of the Roman deposits was brought to light 111 the late 
first-centun' pit in the extreme south-west angle. Here a depth of four feet ol 
the flit remained below the floor-level. The lower two teet consisted ol the 
usual black earth, containing several ‘Samian' fragments of the last period of 

' Of course, it is always possible thal some of the pits which produced insufficient or no evidence 
of date may have been dug at a later date than the second centur>’. 
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La (iraufesenque, and many frac^ments of coarse black ware (types 15, 21, 22. 
38, 39). 'I he upp<!r two feet vviis composed of the debris of a • wood-and-daiib' 
house which had been dt^troyed by tire. These included broken bricks and 
roofing-tiles (with one imbrex practically whole), about 500 small pieces ol painted 
j.»lastcr. and a number of large pieces of clay daub, burnt hard by the contiagra- 
lion which had destroyed the building. In several cases the plaster was "still 
adhfM-ing to the daub, and in many cases the latter still showed clearly the mark 
of the wood—apparently laths, not the more usual wattle-work—which originally 
backc-d it. 

The suggestion of a path among the pits, leading from the east side of their 
area towards Aldersgate. is of some interest. 

The traces of a Roman well beside the line of this apparent path were 
accidentally discoverCMl during investigations carried out by the authorities of 
.St. Pauls (Tathcdral. Several planks, about 2 ft 9 in. long and 6 in. wide, were 
brought up by <i diver engaged in operations below the water-level on the spot 
indicated, and if his description of their position is correct would seem to have 
formed the lining of the bottom of a well. They were said to have been arranged 
barrel-wise, with a diameter of about 3 feet and above them was a shallow box. 
open toj) and btUtom, about 3 ft. scjuarc and 9 in. deep. One of the planks is. 
stamped 

TCPACA 

and in another part 

c-p + 

These would seem to be imperfect impressions representing T. C. Pacati.' 

'I'hc lii-st result of the separate examination of the contents of each pit, 
whereby the dates of the pits were determined, has been set out above, and 
summarized in fig. 13. It remains to consider the second set of results, and 
these arc illustrated in figs, 14-16, which show sections of all the types of coarse 
vessels whose outline could be restored from base to rim. and also of some 
characteristic necks of flagons, the bodies of which were missing. These 
drawing.s are the work of Mr. Thomas WiLson, There follows the description 
of each of these types, together with its date, where associated finds made 
approximate elating possible. 

COAUSE PonERV. 

I. Neck of flagon. Very light red clay, a>T). 50-80. This type, characterized 
by a single overhanging flat band round the rim. is the commonest type of single 

^ Thf impressions are taint, and any of the ( 5 may be a C. tV>r. IlaverfielU reads ilie first 
"EC-PAC A {Roinan Bri/aiit in 1^14, p. 35), but after very careful examination I believe Uie strokes that 
HpiM;ar to form E to Ik- aceidenlal 



F(g. 14. C(Hir»e Kom/in pott«r\', Ci«ncrat Pnst Offkx site (jt. T, Wlitan, ^tl. 
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handled llngon found at i lofhcim (Ritterllng-, Hvfhnm, 1913, p], xxxiv,5o Aand b). 
Common at Mallern (yl////. tier .'Utertfnns-Koinmhxion fiir li'affnlen, ii, fipjs. 17 
and 18, and v, fig^. 24), See also uyoxeter RitpoH, 4f', s[>ecimens dated 
A. I). 80-120. "I he type o<xurre»l twelve times on the G. R Q. site, and was in no 
case associated with any decorated ' Samian ' except form H), 

2. Neck of flagon. Light red clay. a.d. 50-80. Variant of i. 

3. Neck of flagt.)n. Light red clay with white slip. Single rib lx:Io\v rim. 
A.D. 50 80. See Pit E 4, p 258. 

4. Neck of flagon w'ith two double-ribbed handles. VellowLsh-white clay. 
A. D. 50-80. 

5. Neck of unusually large flagon. Yellowish-white clay. a.d. 50-80. An 
ornamented variant of t and 2. .See Pit H 4, j>. 258. 

6. Neck of flagon with rwo double-riblx^d handl«is and smooth trumpet- 
shaped mouth. Yellowish-w'hite clay. a. d. 70-100. See Pit E 15. p. 260. 

7. Neck of flagon with two double-ribbed handles. Ycllowi.'ih-whitc clay. 
Early second century. .See fVroxcte.y Report, 1913, 45. Sec Pit H 2, p 261. 

8. Neck of flagon w ith four-ribbed handle. 'I'he mouth has four indistinct 
rings, the uppcrmo.st much larger than the rest Yellowish-whitc clay. a.d. 70- 
100. .See .May. AV///rt// Pottery hi York Museum, ]^\. xvii, 7, for similar mouth¬ 
piece. 

9. Neck of flagon with five-ringed mouth and three-ribbed handle. Ycllowi.sh- 
w'hitc day. 70-100. See Pit B 15, p. 258. 

10. Neck of flagon wath two handles. Yellowish-w^hite clay. a.d. 70-100 
See Pit F r I. p. 260. 

It. Flagon with four-ringed neck. The characteristic type of the second 
centur}^ Phis w.'is unfortunately the only flagon of any date w hose outline was 
complete from mouth to btisc. Necks of this type occurred in many sccond- 
century deposits, varying from i J to 3] inches in diameter, of white (jr red clay, 
the latter wath or without a w hite slip. The rings are much closer and the neck 
shorter than in cailier types. The Guildhall Museum contains a number of 
specimens of this type, and in all cases, as in this illu.strated, the greatest wadlh 
of the body is below its centre. A neck of this type has lately been found 
in Fin.sbury Circus wath a coin of Marcu-s Aurelius. Sec Pit F]3, p. 261. 

12. Bend-rimmed pot. Coarse grey ware, irregularly burnt outside, con¬ 
taining grains of calcitc. a.d. 50-80. See Bushe-Fox, Heugistbury Jldut 
port, pi xxiii. 6. Common at llaltem {Mitt, iter .'Ufertums-Rommission fur 
tl est/nteu, ii, 27 33). A pre-Roman tvpc sur\dving into the early Roman period 
.See Pit E 4, p. 258. 
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13. Bead-rimmed pot. Dark grey clay. a. d. 70-100, 1 his and the last type 
were common in first-century deposits. The earlier specimens are sometimes 
hand-made, and always of coarser ware than the later. The earlier specimens 
were found to be shorter in proportion to the size of their base than the later 
in the few cases where more than the rim remained. See Pit F 15, p. 260. 

14. Bead-rimmed pot, from same deposit as last. Dark grey clay. 

15. Amphora, narrow and tapering, with screw from neck to broken point. 
Dull reddish-brown clay. a.d. 50-100. A similar vessel was found in Southwark 
in 1868, with a jug of St. Rdmy ware and a pre-Roman ‘ anthropoid ’ dagger. See 
Jonrn. Brit. Arch. Ass., xxiv, p. 309; Ritterling, Hofheim, 1913, fig. 72. 

16. Carinated pot. Fine dark grey clay. Pit F 7, p. 259. See next. 

17. Carinated pot. Fine light grey clay. Upper part decorated with in¬ 
cised feathers. The imperfect specimens from which 16 and 17 are drawn both 
occurred in deposits dating a.d. 70-100, but fragments were found in earlier pits. 

18. Bowl with slight shoulder and marked grooves round neck. Dark 
grey clay, a. d, 50-80. See Pit E 4, p. 258. 

19-22. Bowls with well-defined shoulder. 19, 21, 22 are decorated with 
incised lines round the shoulder. Dark grey clay. These four examples occurred 
in deposits dating a. d. 70-100, but fragments of similar rims were found in all the 
four earlier pits. See Surrey Arch. Coll., xxi, p. 202. Pits F 7 and F 15, pp. 259-60. 

23. Plate. Dark grey clay, black on the surface. First century, 

24. Plate. Grey clay. a.d. 50-80. See Pit E 4, p. 258. 

25. Plate. Dark grey clay. a. d. 50-80. See Pit E 4, p. 258. 

26. Plate. Dark grey clay. First century. 

27. Plate. Grey clay, dusted with mica. Bevelled rim. The commonest 
type of plate from a.d. 70 to 100. Almost all examples of mica-dusted ware found 
on the site lay between these two dates. Its absence from the very few earlier 
pits may of course be accidental; but it very rarely occurred in association with 
the pottery of Lezoux. Cf. type 22, Wroxeter. See Pit B 15, p. 258. 

28. Plate. Light grey clay, irregularly burnt, a. d. 80-100. 

29. Shallow dish. Grey clay. a.d. 70-100. 

30. Plate. Grey clay, surface irregularly burnt, a.d. 70-100. 

31 and 32. Plates. Grey clay. Decorated with trellis hatching, a . d . 80-120, 

33 and 35. Plates. Dark grey clay. The commonest type of plate of the 
.second century, but found occasionally (perhaps by accident) in late first-century 
pits. Characteristic are the overhanging rim and bevelled edge round the base. 
The type occurred commonly in all sizes between the two here drawn, and also 
less commonly in a deeper form. 
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34. Plate. Dark grey clay. From a deposit which seemed to date from 
the end of the second or beginning of the third century. 

36. Pot. Yellowish-white clay. a. d. 80-120, and perhaps later. Rims of this 
type were found freely in deposits of this date, but no complete example. This 
drawing is based on a perfect specimen in the Guildhall Museum. 

37. Bowl. Red clay. a.d. 80-120. The outline resembles the Corbridge 
types 4-7, but this rim is bolder. 

38. Bowl. Grey clay. a. d. 70-100. 

39. Bowl. Coarse dark grey clay. a.d. 80-120 and perhaps later. See Pit 
F 13, p. 261. 

40-42. Small bowls. Dark grey clay, with smoothly finished surface. 
Features common to all are the groove round the rim, and slight angle in outline 
of sides. A.D. 80-120 and perhaps later. 

43. Pot. Light grey clay with white slip. a.d. 70-100. 

44. Large flat dish. V^ery coarse brown clay, irregularly burnt, contain 
ing sand and tiny fragments of pebbles, a.d. 70-120. See Pit F ii, p. 260. 

45. Part of triple vase. Light brown clay. No date. See the Antiquary, 
May, June, and August, 1914. 

46. Cup, hand-made. Coarse black ware, containing grains of calcite. 
Probably a.d. 80-120. 

47. Cup. Fine light red clay with white slip. a. d. 80-120. See Pit E 6, p. 260. 

48. Cup. White clay, with granulated surface and brown slip. a.d. 100-130. 

49. Cooking-pot, with sagging base. Hard coarse grey clay. The obvious 
resemblance of this type to a common medieval form raises considerable doubt 
as to its date. Fragments of the type occurred, however, in apparently other¬ 
wise undisturbed pits of Roman date, and the section is published here in case 
later discoveries may prove it to represent a Roman as well as a medieval type. 
It should be noted that the medieval rim is usually less sharp than this, and its 
upper surface often flat. For medieval sections and illustrations of pots see 
Essex Arch. Soc. Trans., n. s., vol. xii, p. 183. 

50. Upper part of pot with three spouts. Redclay, with white slip. Probably 
A.D. 80-120. For an example with spouts more detached see IVroxeter Report 
1912, 39. 

51. Lid. Light greyish-red clay with white slip. a.d. 70-100. 

52. Lid. Dark grey ware. a. d. 80-120. 

53. Cup, mica-dusted, a.d. 80-120. See Pit F 13, p. 261. 

54. Small pot. Yellowish-white clay. a. d. 70-100. See Pit F i c,p. 259. 
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55. Shallow bowl. White pipe-clay, with smooth surface, a. d. 70-100. See 
Pit F II, p. 260. 

56. Jug. Light reel clay. Only the body of this was found, and neck, handle, 
and foot have been restored from a complete example in the Guildhall Museum. 
Second century. 

57. Flagon. Hard grey clay. No date. 

58. Pot. Hard dark grey clay. Found in same pit as last. 

Mortar I A. (Figs. 17 and 18.) 

Many fragments of mortaria were found. The great majority resembled 
types 38 and 58 {lyroxeter Report, 1912, figs. 19 and 20), having curved overhang¬ 
ing rims, with a small bead inside the mortaritun, just below or level with the top 
of the curve. The dating of these, at the end of the first century and beginning 
of the second, agreed with the results obtained by Mr. Bushe-Fox at Wroxeter 
and elsewhere. Occasionally the bead was above the top of the curve, as in no. 8 
below. These were probably of rather later date. All types possessing a potter’s 
stamp, and all exceptional types, are illustrated in figs. 17 and 18. It is to be 
regretted that so many of the apparently later shapes cannot be more closely 
dated. 

1. A.D. 50-80. See Pit E 4, p. 258. A very early type, found at Haltern. 
See Mitt, der Altertums-Kommission fiir Westfalen, II, xxxviii, 24, and V, fig. 33. 
i-io and pi. xii, 59. 

2. Probably a. d. 50-80. 

3. From 1913 excavation, therefore not dated. Stamp probably imperfect 
impression of Saturninus. Cf. Brit. Mus. Cat. M 2803. 

4. Late first century. See Pit F 15, p. 260. Stamp probably 
Cf. Brit. Mus. Cat. M 2764 and M 2791. 

5. Found with 8,17,19,20 in a pit containing ‘Samian from a. d. 50 to i50,and 
coarse wares probably later. Stamp of Martinus. Cf. no. 7. 

6 . A. D. 80-120. See Pit E 6 , p. 260. Stamp Mann. Presumably the potter’s 

name was on another stamp on opposite side of lip. ^ 

7. A.D. 100-150. See Pit F 13, p. 261. Imperfect impression of same stamp 

as on 5. 

8. No date. Found with 5, 17, 19, 20. Cf. rim in May, Roman Pottery, York, 
pi. xxiv, 29. Faint stamp, reading perhaps nimvc. 

9. A.D. 80-120. See Pit E 18, p.261. Imperfect stamp, perhaps of Melus. 

Cf 4 above. 

10. Found in mixed deposit, chiefly early second century. Stamped twice 
with name of Virilis. Cf C.I.L. xiii, 10006, 113. 
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Fig. 17. kfonarifl rim-scctions. Cieneral Posj Office sire (}). 


[AAMiV] ^ 



Fig. la Stamp, on moniiria, Gcncrol Po« Office site tfouiui on rims wiUi corresponding no». m fig. ,7) 
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11. From ion e.Kcavation, Ihcrcfore not dated The unusual thickness of 
centre is caused by proximity of section to lip of mortarium. Stamp of Valentinus. 
Cf. Brit. Mus, CaK M 2806, and GuUdhaU Cat p. 102, 628. 

12. From 1913 excavation, therefore not dated. .Stamp of Dares. Lt. tvpc 

08, from Pollross Burn, latter half of second century. , ^ „ i- • 

13. Second century. R'ound with stamp of ‘ Samian potter I cculiaris. See 

fs "pound toRothcr. without sufficient evidence of date With 15 cf. type 
loO Wroxeter. With M cf. type 230, though latter has _ 

16 . Found with Stamp of Cinnamus. Middle of second centurj. (.f.no. 5- 

jy. No date. Found with 5. 

18. No suffident dating evidence. 

10 No date. Found with 5> i 7 » , /• .1 * 

2^.' No date. Found with Ia.sL Cf. type 226, pwrliaps fourth ccntur\ . 

•>! Found at bottom of well. No associations. » o r-r 

sump of .SoUus. on fragment of curved rim, probably type y8 or 58. Cf. 

IVroxcier Report, 19 I 3 » P- 4 ^* 37 * 

Stamps, etc. on Amphorae (fig. 19). 

1. Late first century^ Sec Pit E 28. p. 259. „ 

2. Late first or early second century. Sec I it C6. p. -oo. 

3. Cf. C.I.U XV, 3084 (Monte ’lestaccio). 

(AMMO pH) (^SS) jPASsc-RAjj 

- - - 

3 ^ 

‘ Fig. 19. SLintps on handle* of <m.plK.r«. Gcnen .1 l»o« Offl- c site («). 

4. C. Stcr(tini ?) I’aullini. Cf. C.I. L.. xiii, 10002. 4S^ and xv, 3193 (Monte 

"f“ 

equally meaningless if inverted. 

Fig. 30 (p. 



Fib. at (t). 
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‘Samian’ Stamps. 


The following is the complete list of decipherable ‘ Samian ’ stamps found 
during the organized excavations: 

First century, from La Graufesenque: 


OFAkBA/ on form 27 

OFAQVIT „ 

27 

OFCALV „ 

27 

OFCRESTIO „ 

18 

CRESTIO „ 

24-25 

OFRONTI „ 

18 

OFGER „ 

27 

CERAAN „ 

18 

INCENVI „ 

18 

OFIVCVN „ 

27 

ICNIAAO „ 

18 (.^ Licinus) 

OFMAS „ 

27 

AASCVLI „ 

33 

OFMODES+ „ 

i8' 

OFMO „ 

27 

OM „ 

27 


The following belong to the 


ALBVCI on form 

37 ' 

BVTTVRRI „ 

33 

imami 

37 " 

DVIC AT V:S „ 

33 


OF mwra' on form 18 

MVRR 

}} 

29 

OFNCR 


24-25 

PASSIEN 

yj 

15* 

aASlO 

yy 

27 

OFRAPIC 

yy 

18 

OFPAT/ 

yy 

27 

OFPRIMI 

y* 

18 

OFPRM 

yy 

27 

SENICI / 

yy 

27 

SENTRVS-FE 

yy 

18 

OFSEVER 

yy 

18 

OFSVLPICI 

yy 

18 

OFVITA 

yy 

18 

VITA 

yy 

27 

VITALISOF 

yy 

27 


second century ; 

LOLLiivsFE on fomi 27 
metti-m „ 80 

'ECVLIARIS .. QQ 


1 he origin of the following is not certain: 


ABALLANF 

ACVRIOF 

ANNIVSF 

2 V..IA 0 

OFCO iv (PCoelius) 

OFCOIV 

CVCALIM 


on form 33 (a.d. 100-150) 

M 33 (no certain associations) 
„ 31 (A.D. 100-130) 

,, 18 (a. D. 70-100) 

„ 18 (a.d, 80-120) 

27 

M 33 (no certain associations) 


^ Of decoration, only part of circumference of a medallion remains. 

• remains. One contained a medallion, but the figure it contained 

up*^Se of p^el Name vertically 
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oioij^SD (?. Felicio)* on form ? (A.n. 50-80) 


CAIM 

gnat/ 

/EDV (probably Malledu) 
OFMASO • 

POT'TACVS 
OF SEMP 


18 (no certain associations) 

•• 3 ^ i» 

.. 18 

M 33 (A^t>. 70-100) 
n 3* (no certain associations) 

„ 33 (A. ij. 70 lOO) 




Pig. 22. SUnipcd fhigm^nt and re^nslrucled me, Gcocnil Puat Office site t|}. Cp. 241) 

T. Wilson, del. 

If the foniis on which they are generally found, and (in two cases) the associa¬ 
tions with ..which they were found in these pits, arc any criterion, then Aballanis, 
Acurio, Anniu.s, Cucalus. and Pottacus should belong to the second century and 
probably to the potteries of Lezoux. 

' Sec similar stamp (and foot-noic), pp. 339 -40 above. 

* Perhaps a badly wnllen siamp of MnaHu-s but the la.*!! letter Is clearly an O. A Maso worked 
at 1 leiligcnt^rg and Ittenweilcr. See Forrer, pL x\‘i, 40, and Hg. 232. 

VOU LXVl. K k 
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For ihc associated objects found with the stamps of Felido (?), Licinus, 
M()d(^stii.s, and Sentrus, see summary of Pit E4 followinjj: for Calvus, Creslio, 
and see Pit B 15 ; for Primus and crestio see Pit E 28; for Niger see Pit 

J‘‘i c; for Maso see Pit P' y, for Crestio and Vitalis see Pit F 11; for Jucundus 


and Vitalis .see Pit F15; for ofco iv see 
Albanus and Aballanis sec Pit F 13. 


Pit Eb; for PecuHaris see Pit H2; for 


Su.MMAKu.s oi- Sni-EcrED Pres. 

Summaries are appended of the contents of a numl:»er of characteristic 
pits, chiefly from the southern end of the area, where the pits were both more 
numerous and far richer in remains. Fragments of the sides and lx)ttoms of 
\'e.ss«ds of coarse ware, which rlid not show a complete section from ba.se to 
rim. or the t3'|.>e of which could not certainly be classified, have in all ciises 
been omitlj'd, ' 

Pit E 4. Dated a. d. 50-80, but |>erha]>s a little later. 

Decorated 'Sawiait'. fYagments of two specimens Of form 29, {a) Upper frieze, 
festoons, containing small birds looking alternately right and left; lower frieze, scroll 
with bro.'id leaves. (A) Upper frieze, festoons; lower frieze, altcnialely cruciform patterns 
and medallion.s containing fan-like leaf (A) perhaps pre-Plavian. Also one fragment of 
base of form 3a 

/dain 'Samian', Stanjps cif Licinus. Motlcstns. and Sentrus on form 18, of Passic* 
mis on form t 5*, and of Fcliciot?) on uncertain shape. Fragments (no stamps remaining) 
•jf forms 15*, 18, 24, and 25. 

Coarse Tcares. Originals of U-pcs 3. 5, 12, 18, 24, 25, figs. 14 and 15. One neck of 
flagon, ty\>c i. Four fragments-of bead-rims, type 12. Three fragments of rims, types 
20 22. Two fragments, t^-pe 10 Wroxeter. lYagmcnt of black carinnted vessel, imitation 
of‘Samian' form 29. ()iic fmgmcnt. perha|)s tj’pes 29, 30 Corbridge. Eighteen fragments 
(at least three large vessels) of thick hand-made ware, containing grains of calcitc. 

Morlnrium, Original of r. fig. 17. and fragment of type 22 VVYoxcler (see 
IVroxetcr I<effort, 1912, figs. 19 and 20). 

Pit B 15. Late first century. 

Decoralcii \^amiaa' , Small fragment of form 37. La Graufcbeminc, with double 
Ineze. Tnices m upper frieze ot medallion, and in lower ol convcJttional gra^s-plant 

PlatH * Samian *. Stamp of Calvus on form 27, and of Crestio and 2 VaIao on form 
18. Also fragments of forms r8, 24. 25, 27, 33, 35, 36, and ?67. 

L oarse nv/mv Original of Il.igon neck, type 9. fig. t.,. Five fragments of bead-rims 
type^ 12, 13. Eight Irngmcnts rims, types 20-23. Fragment of bowl, type 39. Fragment 
of • Lpehnreh ware (grey surface with parallel rows of raist^d dots). I••mgment of bowl 
types 4 8 Corbridge. Fragment of plate, type 27, fig. 15. 

Morlaria, Fragments of tvfirs 38 and 46 Wroxeter 
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Pit E 28. Late first centur}'’. 

Decorated ‘ Samian \ Seven fragments of form 29, representing at least four bowls. 
The only considerable pieces are {a) part of upper frieze, panels containing alternately'^ 
arrow-heads and a dolphin (Dech. 1062) and fish, (b) lower frieze, gadroons. Three frag¬ 
ments of rims and traces of decoration of form 37 La Graufesenque. One fragment of 
base of form 30. 1 

Plain ‘Samian Stamps of Primus on form 18 and crestio on forms 22-25. Also 
fragments of forms 15*, 18, 27, 82, and ‘ ink-well 

Coarse ivares. Original of type 27, fig. 15. One fragment flagon, type 4, Two 
fragments of bead-rims, types 12, 13. Three fragments rims, types 20-22. One fragment 
bowl, type 39. Eight fragments lids, type 51 or 52. Three fragments of type 10 Wroxeter. 
Two fragments, types 4-8 Corbridge. Fragments of two cooking-pots, type 66 Wroxeter. 
PTagment of lid, mica-dusted. Fragment of ‘ incense-bowl ’. 

Mortarium. Fragment, types 38-58 Wroxeter. 

Amphora. Handle stamped mimopsi. 

Pit Fi c. Late first century. 

Decorated ‘Samian\ Three fragments, upper friezes of bowls form 29, with traces 
of panels. About half bowl, form 37 La Graufesenque, double frieze; upper frieze, small 
scroll, as Roman Journal, iv, pi. xiii, 71; lower frieze, s ornament. 

Plain ‘Samian'. Stamp of Niger on forms 24, 25. Also fragments of forms 18, 
18/31, 27, 33, 35, 36, 83. 

Coarse ivares. Originals of types 29, 49, 54, figs. 15 and 16 (49 perhaps medieval, 
see p. 252). Eleven fragments bead-rims, type 13. Twenty fragments pots, types 
20-22. One fragment plate, type 27. One fragment dish, type 29. Fragments of several 
plates, type 33 or 35. Two fragments bowls, type 39. Part of beaker, granulated surface, 
type 48. Five fragments lids, type 51. Necks of flagons, types 8 and 9. Neck of flagon, 
pinched to form spout, as Curie, Newstead, fig. 33, 9. Fragments of three or more pots 
‘ Upchurch ’ ware (grey ware with raised spots). 

Mortaria. Two fragments rims, type 22 or 26 Wroxeter. 

Pit F 7. Late first century. 

Decorated ‘Samian'. Two fragments of form 29, no decoration remaining. 

Plain ‘Samian'. Part of unusually large form 33, 3I in. high, 7^ in. diameter, with 
stamp OFMASO; an early example of this shape, thin ware with high glaze, and incised 
lines round outside, near rim and base. Also fragments of forms 18 and 27, stamps 
wanting. 

Coarse ivares. Originals of types 16,19,20, figs. 14 and 15. One fragment bead-rirn, 
type 13. Neck of bottle, hard dark grey ware with band of chevron decoration round it. 
Two fragments of rims of small cups, sharply turned, fragment ol type 39, fig. 15. 
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I^it F 11 . Late first century. 

Decotnhui ' S<nm(m \ Fragment of lower frieze, form 29, gmJroons. Fragment of 
lower frieze, form 2C), in style of Gennanus, with heavy festoons, conUiiiiing cyclamen 
leaves icf. Kiiorr, Nulitval, pi. v. i). Fragment of form 37 Li Graufcseiique, with large 
scroll i in the lower siKiee, a hoar to left (Dcch. 837) and double volute ornament. Six 
Iragments of rims of early fomi 37, with traces of decoration. 

Plain •Samian \ Stamps of Crestioand V^’talis on form 18. .-Mso fragments of 
(8. 27. 31, 35-36. 40, 83. 

Coarse wares. Originals of types 10, 30, 38, 44, 55, figs. 14-16. Two fragments of 
bead-rims, type 13. Tliirty fragments. tyq>cs 20-22. Nine fragments lids, type 51. Seven 
fragments lid.s, type 52. Three Iragments bowls, types 31, 32, but deeper. Two fragments 
plates, type 27. ALso fragments 'U[M:lnirrh ’ ware (grey with spots!. One friiginent, 
ty(M- 10 Wroxeter. Fragments of several cooking-pots, type 66 Wroxctcr. Neck of 
flagon, type 9, fig. i.<. 


Lit F 15. Late first century. 

Decoroteii ‘ Samian \ Fragments ol form 37 Li Craufcsctu|ue, with double frieze. 
Upper fneze, fcsiooiis [Brit. H/m. Cal., f)l. xxx^’iii, 4); lower frieze, dog running to right 
(Dedi. 916) and conventional clump of grass. (Cf. for simibr bowl, Raman Joui'ital 

vol. IV, pi. XI, 57.) Also fragment of form 37 La Gniufcscnque, with head of Minerva in 
panel. 

Plain • Samian Stamps of j ucimdns and Vitalis on form 27, and fragments of forms 
27, 35, 36. and 82. 

ixx.r, ^ 5 - Fragments of 

U\o bviwls, type 13, .and fifteen ol types 20-22. Kims of three howls, tyiie 38. One rim of 
plate, type 33 or 35 

Marla,iam. Original of type 4, Hg 17. with stamp of Melus. 

Miscfllnneons. Fragments of statuette*, and shrine illustrated in pi. XXV, fig. 1. 

l^il E6. Late First century or early .scjcond. 

Deeornleil 'Sanihin\ Fragment of form 37. Scroll of vine-leaves. Above o'ni of 
male hgure (IVch. 438?), and in angle below, goat (Decli. 889). Probablv*carlv L^oux. 

orforniJ'l8‘2''"T”^^^ iTagment of forms i5* 18 with stamp ofco iv. 'aIso fragments 

r,w» Oiigmi.lsort.v|K;M7--'n(l,%liK- 16 . Nttk ..f nagu.i, n-pe g (Ik u 

Fragmcm of pk.tc. type 27. fig. ,5. Km of frilled • iueensc bowl •. ftasimiu of bemt- 

Marlannm. Original of type 6, figs. 17 and 18. 

Amphora. I landle wiUi stump mvk. fig. ro. 
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Fit E 18. Late first and early second century. 

Ihcomted ^Samian*. Fniv{inciiti> of four bowls, form 37. (a) La Graufescnquc, 

tloul)lf frieze. Up|>er frieze, medallion containing lion (fX-ch. 765 bis) and traces of 
panels adjoining; lower frieze, boar (IMch. 837) and mnvenlional luft of grass. (/>) Fart 
of cruciforai ornament and WTcnth below it, |)erhaps latest La Graufosenque. (r) Scroll ol 
vine-leaves, resembling (but n<»t exactly) scrolls in Wroxeter Repoti, igxz, fig, 12 and 
pi. XV, 14. Small bird in .scroll. Conventional wTcath in place of egg and tongue. 
(//) Small y)anel containing crouching lion iH^ch. 754) and male figure (DCch. 403). the 
latter placed sideways. In remains of adjoining panel, two pairs of concentric circles 
iDech. 1182). Panels separated by w'avcd linas. 

Pbmi 'SafniiiN \ Fragments of forms 18. 27, lUid 33. 

ivturs. Two fragment.s of types 20-22. fig. 15. One fnigment plate, type 27. 
Two fragments plates, type 33 Or 35, but deeper Two fragments mp.s. rough cast ware, 
type 48, fig. 16. One fragment, tj'pcs 4-7 Corbridge. Dnc fragment, type 10 Wroxctcr. 
One fragment bowl, incised vertical lines and sttniiclrcles, and Pit E6. One fragment 
' U|)churdi ’ ware (grey with rows ol spots). 

Mortannm, Original of no. 9, figs. 17 and 18, with imperfect stamp. 

Pit E 2. First half of st^cond century. 

Df.coraicd 'Samian*. Three small fragments, form 37. (r/) Free style, part of lion; 
{{>} panels, part ol human figure; (t) thick rim. 

P/aht 'Saunan*. Form 80, with stamp of Peculiaris. Fragments of forms 18. 31, 

33. 3 ^- 

Coat’se zvarcs. Originals of type 7, figs. 14 and 16. Neck of llagon, tyi»e 11. Frag¬ 
ment of pot, type 36. Fragment of lid, type 51. Four fragments plates, lyjK* 33 or 35 
Frigmenl of frilled * incense-bowl Fragment of ccMnking-imt, type 66 \Vro.\cler. Frag¬ 
ment of huge hand-made vessel, \ in. thick, containing calcite grains. 

Mor/arium Original ol no. 13, lig. 17. 

Pit F 13. P'irst hall of second century. 

Ih'forabui'Samian*. Fragments ol five bowls, forni 37. I^r) l^wts uf two panels, 
one containing figure of Diana (Dech. 64I, the other divided horizontally with boar 
(Dech. 826) in lower hall, upper filled with pyramid of amiw heads and diagonal wavy 
lines (as Bnl..Mus. Cat.. [> 1 . xxxix, 2 and 6). \h) Parts of two (uinels, containing figures of 
Pan iDecli. 41H and lion 1 Dech. 7.37) and small circles, (r) Small fingmcnt, free sh’le. 
part of lioit [d) .Small |xittof large scndl. {e) Cupid in festoon. All these probably 
l.ezoux. Also two runs, form 37. 

P/ain 'Samian *. Stamps ol .Mbanus on form 27 and Aballanis on form 33. Frag¬ 
ments of fonns 27, 18/31. 38, r 

Coaru nm-ezf. Uriginals of types ii, 36. 39, 4i» figs. 14 and 15. One fragment bowl, 
type 36. I'our fragments bowls, tyixrs 20-22. Six Iragmcnls plates, types 31,32. Six frag¬ 
ments plaUis, type 33 or 35. One^ fragment pot. type 43. Neck of flagon, type 7. Neck nl 
llagon, pinched to form sfioul. as Curie, NezesUad, fig. 33, 9 Plnted cup, almost whole, 
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as Curie, Neiesieml, pi. .\li.\, B, 6. Fnigmcnts of two frilled ‘incense-bowls’. One frag¬ 
ment, types 28-30 Wroxeter, Fragments ofsbc cooking-|H)is,type 66 Wroxeter. Fragment.s 
of Severn! pots * Upchurch ’ ware (grey with rows of raised spots). 

Mortanum. Original ol ly{x; 7, with stamp of Martiiius, figs. 1/ and 18. 

Amplmm, Rim with figures incised, fig. 21. 

The carrying out of this excavation has Ix^en due to the collaboration of 
a number of people. Dr. Norman’s .share in organizing it has been mentioned 
alK>ve. Tlianks art^ due to Mr. Carey, Mr. A. G. Eerard, and Mr. Ivor Richards, 
of the (lenerrd Po.sl Ofiit e; and to Sir Walter Prideaux, of the Goldsmiths’ 
Company, .Mr. C. (i. Kokewicli, Chairman of the Library Committee of the Cor¬ 
poration. and Mr. Bernard Kettle, Librarian and Cunator at the Guildhall, for 
their .successful efforts in obtaining the necessar}' funds. In the pre|)aration of 
this report, the writer must exprt^ss hlsgmtitude to Mr. 'Fhomas Wilson, of tJic 
Office of Works, for planning the pits, preserving carefully the objects found, 
ami dniwing the sections illustrated in tigs, to Mr. J. P. Bushe-Fox, for 

valuable suggestions both personally given and derived from his published 
writings; and to Mr. Donald Alkin-son and Dr. Felix Oswald, for much lielp 
with the ‘ S.amian \ 

NoTF. ox rilF Rli.MAINS OF AxIM.VLS found DUklXG E.XCAV.VflO.VS ON THF .Si TE 
OK MIL Old I’osT Ofkicf., St. Martix's-ll-Gkand. f.xamixed by 
E. T. Newtox, Es<j., F.R.S.. F.(i.S. 

'1 he l)on(;s of .iriimals brought to my notice from the site of the Old Post 
Office (built in 1825) were obtained from the m.any ancient waste pits, and were 
accompanied by jiiottery, some of which was of Roman origin. 

The majority of the bones were those of domestic animals, and chiettv 
such as would liavt: been used for food—such as ox, sheep, pig; and with these 
was a much smaller number of bones of horse, goat, dog, cat. and fowl The 
only evidence of red-deer were two pieces of antlers, and there was one skull 
of a roebuck. This scarcity of deer bones is remarkable. 

I wo forms, at least, of oxen arc lepresented, the long-faced ox {Bos 
lon^ifrons\ which is of common occurrence among Roman and pre-Roman 
remain.s, and larger forms such as might represent oxen of the pre^ent day. 

The sheep remains e.xliibit the same variation in size that is iLsually found 
in such collcction.s. For the most part the horns were small, but two skulls 
have what wc may regard as large horn cores. The most intcrc.sting pic(‘.es of 
shcc[) are. perhap.s. portion.s of two skulls with indications lliateach animal had 
possessed four horns. 
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Fig ». (irn^ral Poft Office »ltc. Fragment* of pipe-clay 
natuettc and alidiic, rcstewd ip. 241). ijl 
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Fig a- KmgAVilljmn Stieelslte, Rt-<t 
glaxcd vessel (p- 267;. | it) 



yig. 3. Kiiiu VVilUani Street »itc. TerratOUa 
fragment nf Uaiid (p. 267). ! 1) 
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The few hones of liorscs belonged some to large and some to smaller 

The bones of dogs and cats were not numerous, the former indicating 
animals of different kinds, as shown by the size of their limb-bones, but none 
was so large as an ordinaiT retriever, and one little skull with a short nose is 

evidently that of a small‘pug-dog’. 

Only limb-bones of cats were identified, and these were all comparative!} 

small, and one extremely slender. , . * u- i . c 

The only bones of birds were those of domestic fowls, which wcie 
most part small ; and one arm-bone of a goshawk and another of a f^ven. i c 
former (which is somewhat deformed) may vcr>' well have been part of a bud 
kept for sporting purposes, and the latter may have lieen kept in captivity 
^ The fidlowing is a list of all the forms which have been identified, arranged 

roughly in the order of their abundance . 

OxiBos hnvfrons a«d B. Mnnis), 

Sheep (Oi’isanes). Roebuck (C<i^w>te 

1 loL (£?«.« mimllm). ^owl 

Dos (Cants/amiltaHs). Goshawk (Astnr /niintnbai ins). 

OaUFelis damesiicus). f"™' '• 

Goat iCn/>ra htmts). todfisJi). 

Also a few human bones. . , . , 

Bones of oxen and sheep were liy far the most abumlant Every pit in wh ic 

bones were found contained some of oxen; and nearly every such pit contameil 

Few it a*nv of these animals give any definite information as to the age of 
the deposit in which they were foun.l. nic Bos tongifnom as a distinct species 
is not likely to have been living here much after Roman times. 1 he other oxen 
may be of Roman age. 


III. EXCAVATIONS ON THE SITE OF 3 6 KING WILLIAM STREET. 

In Anril 1014 while the excavations on the site of the General Post Office 
were in progret ‘he buildings numliered 3 to 6 Kmg William Street, toween 
.Shcrbonie l.anc and Abchureh Lane, were demolished, to make way for the new 
offices of the Phoenix Assurance Company. During llie Allowing month the 
floor of the old basement and the footings licncath it. which h.ad been .^irried 
to a depth of alxmt 13 ft. below the pavement, were removed, and the ground 
excavated to a depth of 23 ft. to 27 ft. for the foundations of the new stnicture. 
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It stH>n liecamc cUmt that anotluT .series of Roman rubbish-pit-s was beinj^ 
ilisclosc(l. Imni«*(HaleIy under the footings in several places black earth a[)j)eared, 
similrirto llial found in .St. Martin's-le-Grand.containing abundant fragments of 
Roman pottery. 

During the progi’es.s of the work the. iMioenix iVssurance Company and the 
cotuniciors allowed the writer ever}' facility for watching the site. That pan of 
it at the corner of Sherborne Lane and King William Street is the properrt' of 
tin* Corjioration, and all anti(juiti<is found in that angle came therefore by the 
terms of the contract to the City Lanris Committee, and thence to the Ciuihlhall 
.Museum. The writer visited the site daily,partly in order to note the conditions 
gencndly. partly to collect on behalf of the Coqjoration the finds belonging 
to it The finds on the rt‘st of the site were carefully collei.'ted by Mr. Izant, 
the surveyor of the Phoenix Assurance (,'ompany, and arc in that Company’s 
po.s.se>nif>n. 

Owing to many difficulties, exact ob.scr\’ation was almost impossible. In 
the fii'st place, the complications below ground were considerable, 'Fhe footing.s 
rlc*sccndcd to different depths at different parts of the site, resting, over a large 
p«irtion of the Corporation property, on a concrett^ bed, the deposition of 
whi(Th in implied llie removal of 6 ft. or so of tlie top of the pit. No less 
than five wells of medieval and later date had been sunk at various points in the 
area uncovered, and its western side was cut up by deep chalk walls, presumably 
of mcdiex'al origin. .Secondly, the writer coukl only sjx'nd on the site quite 
a small proportion either of his owm time or of the hours of day and night during 
which the work was carrietl on. Some evidence, therefore, must have been 
de.stroyed unnoticed. Finally, the methods whi<*li contractors arc bound to use 
arc not the methods of archaeologists, When objects have to be sorted out from 
heaps of bricks, concrete, gravel, and humus, the noting of such details as the 
level at which they occurred in the pit is out of the question. 

It was possible, however, to obtain the approximate outline of the pits at 
a deptli of alx)Ut 15 ft, and these arc shown in fig. .23. 

riu* largest of them extended along the line of .Sherborne L^ine, and its 
limits on the northeni side were not reached. The l»ottom of this pit was 23 ft. 
below the street Its length, more than 100 It, would surprise even those who 
remember that the Royal Exchange pit opened by Sir William Tite, measur(.-<l 
30 ft. by 30 ft It is certain, however, that the soil had been disturl)(!(l over the 
whole of this area to flu* depth mentioned, for a seeiion along its whole length 
W'as open for .several weeks, and showe<.l made earth from the top, wlierc the 
footings ceased, to the bottom, w’hcre clean gravel formal the floor of the excava¬ 
tion. On thefither h;md, antifjuities were, only found at its W'estern end, under 
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the ‘Clachan* public-house, and at its eastern end, on the proper^ of the Cor¬ 
poration. Its ccntni) portion (with the exception of some pieces oL Samian at 
the bc»ttom of a modern brick well) produced nothing but a few bones. L ^ 
possible that the sinking of this well, and the laying down of the concrete bed to 
the east of it, caused a disturbance between two smaller pits, which ^vc them 
the appearance of one continuous pit. All the objects found at the bottom of 
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Fig. 83. I’lan pil*, King William Street. 



the eastern end (for instance the ‘ Samian’ bowl shown m pi. XXVI. fig. 2) ^cmed 
to belong to the third quarter of the first century. At the lx)ttom of the pit under 
tht! 'Clachan', on the other hand, occurred two coins of Domitian and pottery 

of the late first and early second century. 1 r .i.- t 

The uppermost layers that remained at the eastern end of this long pit 

contained evidence, in the form of considerable quantities of Imrnt clay daub 
and broken roofingdiles. and some fragments of i>ainted plaster, of a conflagration 

VOU LXVI. >* 1 
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on or near the site, perhaps early in the second century. At the western end, this 
evidence recurred throughout the depth of disturbed ground, thus suggesting 
again a later date for the origin of this end of the pit. 

The other pits showed no unusual feature. They descended to a depth of 
20 ft. to 25 ft. below the pavement, and were filled with black earth of the same 
appearance as in the pits of St. Martin s-le-Grand. The potsherds that were 
certainly known to have been found in them seemed to belong entirely to the 
first century. A few fragments of ‘ Samian ’ from the factories of Lezoux came 
to light, but these probably occurred among the footings at a higher level. 

The coarse pottery agrees entirely, so far as the evidence which was 
obtained from the site of the General Post Office (see figs. 14-16) goes, with the 
first-century dating of these pits. Fragments were found of types i, 4, 9,12, 15, 
16, 19-22, and 38. These have all been assigned to the first century. The only 
certain second-century evidence was a fragment of type 33 found with a little 
Lezoux ‘ Samian ’ at the western end of the long pit. 


‘Samian’ Pottery (pi. XXVI and fig. 24). 

PI. XX VI, fig. I. Plain vessels found at bottom of pit, north corner of site, 
(i) Form 27, with stamp [?o]fabit; (2) form Ritterling (Hofheim) i, with stamp 
opmom; (3) form 27, with stamp opase; (4) forms 24,25, with stamp senicio; (5) form 
27, with stamp bassi : on side is scratched aqvii; (6) form Ritterling i, with 
stamp NESTORFEC ; (7) forms 24, 25, stamp indecipherable; (8) form 18, with stamp 
OFPRiMi. All these vessels are slightly restored. 

PI. XXVI,fig.2. Form29, with stamp primiaa. Upper frieze: panels con¬ 
taining alternately {a) arrow-heads, as Brit. Miis. Cat., pi. xxxix, 8, and {b') an eagle 
(D6ch. 985 or 986) between two birds facing towards centre (Dech. 1005 and 1033). 
Each panel is repeated four times about the bowl. Lower frieze: above, a band 
of the three rows of arrow-heads; below, a scroll ornament, containing in the 
upper spaces two leaves, as Brit. Mas. Cat., pi. xxxvi, 19, and in the lower spaces 
a conventional cruciform flower, with small rosette in each angle. The vessels 
in figs. I and 2 were found within a few feet of each other, associated with two 
coins of Claudius. They are now in the Guildhall Museum. 

PI. XXVI, fig. 3. Form 37, earliest type with double frieze. The friezes are 
identical, and consist of a scroll ornament, containing in the upper spaces a heart- 
shaped leaf and poppy-head, and in the lower spaces alternately (a) same leaf and 
poppy-head and (d) arrow-heads. Above, egg and tassel; between the friezes, 
a wreath, and below them, a smaller wreath. 


VoL. LXVI Plate XXVI 



KING WILLIAM STREET SITE: ‘SAMIAN’ POTTERY (pp. 266 7) 
Published by the Society oj Antiquaries of Loudon, 1915 
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n. XX\T,Hg.4 Form 29. with f;tamp of Niger. Uppcrfricze: smallpancls, 
containing rilt;crnatcly(r7) seven or eight vertical bcadetl lines, and (fi) three heads, 
very crude and faintly impressed, to left. Each panel repeated eight times 
alx)ul the bowl. Lower frieze : gadroons. Figs. 3 and 4 belong to the Phocni.x 
Assurance Company and were found almost under the pavement of King William 

Street . 

Fig. 24, hragment of form 30, with stamp of Masclus. I arts ot three 

panels remain. The central broad panel, witli tendril in each corner, contains, 
al)Ove, an eagle (DOch. 9S5 or 986) over letters ms inverted. A semicircle, ending 
in a leaf, separates thi.s from rest of panel. 

Five lines radiate from middle of lowest side. 

In either lower comer, a hare (Ddch.946 and 
954) and a bird. On either side of centre 
panel, narrow panels,cruciform, with tendrils 
inside spaces, arrow-heads top and bottom. 

For other examples of form 30 ol M<isclus, 
with signature in raised letters amongst de¬ 
coration, sec Z>W/. J//rs. Cat., M 406 and M 
444, and Knorr, Rottiacil, 1907, xiii, 2. Dated 
by Knorr between A.D.50 and 70 (Phoenix 
A.ssurance Company). 

Two other objects from this site arc 
illustrated in pi. XXV, figs. 2 and 3. 

PI. XXV, fig. 2. Vessel of fine red 
earth, with thin dull glaze. Two spouts, one funnel-shaped, the other bulbous. 
Handle at top missing. Vertical and diagonal feather ornament on body. 
Found at bottom of ])it, extreme west comer of site. A similar \es.scl in the 
Ransom Collection is illustrated in the Victoria County History of Umdon, vol. i, 

fig. 64* V 

PI. XXV, fig. 3. E'ragment of reddish-brown earthenware, apparently the 
corner of a hollow . square stand. If the complete object was symmetrical, it 
would be about s inches square, with a circular hole in the top, and a foot at each 
corner similar to that shown. Found, with [)ottery of the fii-st century^ among 
the lowest strata at the northern comer of the site. 

The following ‘ Samian ' potters' stamps were found in these pits : 

(?o]FABiT on form 27 
OFAQ,VITVI ,. 15* 

.. 18 



Fig. Fragmriit ul ‘ Saiuian' romi 30 witli 
tlauip of King William Street site ()). 


OFBASSI 
OF BASSi 


•f 


^/25 


L 1 2 


OF8AS 

on form 

27 

BASSI 

t» 


[ofb]ilicat 

ft 

29 

BIOFE 

l» 

40? 
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CASSIVSF 

on form 

33 1 

OFNICI Oil 

form 27 [fig-4) 

CET» 

II 

27? 

OFNgRI 

If 

29(scc pi. XXVI, 

COOkkiVA 

If 

33 

OFNICKI%*D 

If 

t8 

OFCRESTIO 

f I 

iB 1 

[? 0]MOBON F 

If 

18 

OFCRES 

»• 

24/25 

PASSENI 

fl 

18 

OFCRES 

Ji 

27 

PAS5EN 

II 

18 

? ELVN 

If 

27 

OPASE 

II 

27 

r.Ekicio p Fclicio*),, 

18 

OFPAltlCl 

It 

18 

?OFEklCIS 

fl 

24/25 

PATKICI 

II 

18 

OFFEJC 

• 1 

27 

PATRIC 

If 

27 

CALLIM 

II 

18 

<ECVLIAtF 

If 

3' 

[iJncenvi 

0 

18 

OFPOPTEI 

If 

18 

IVCVNO 

fl 

29 

PRIAVLI 

If 

18 

[l]VkklMI 

If 

18 

OFPRIMI 

If 

15* 

OFLABIONIS 

II 

29 

OFPRIMI 

If 

18 

LI8ERTVS 

If 

24/25 

OFPRM 

IJ 

27 

LOG 

If 

18 

OFPRIM 

If 

27 

OF AACCAt 

11 

18 

PRMM 

fl 

27 [fig. 2) 

OFAACCA^ 

If 

Rittcrling 1 * 

PRIMIAA 

II 

29(sccpL XXVI, 

AARINVS-FE 

If 

29 

KECENVl 

II 

18 

MS 

If 

30 (see fig. 24) 

‘ [r]oppvsfec 

#f 

18 

OFAAT-VCE 

ff 

18 

1 ofrvfin 

II 

29 

[mejrcator 

fl 

33 

rvfini 

fl 

33 

OFMOD 

II 


OFRVFI 

ff 

27 

OFMODES+ 

M 

18 

RVTAEN 

II 

27 

OFMOD 

If 

27 

OSABINI 

tf 

27 

OI’MOM 

If 

Rittcrling 1 

BiNVS (? .Sahinns) 

If 

29 

OFMWR 

If 

iS* 

SENICIO 

tf 

24 25 

OFMWRA 

fl 

27 

SENICIO 

fl 

27 

OFMVRRA 

• • 

29 

OFSEVERI 

If 

18 

OFMVRRA 

f 1 

29 

1 SEXI VLIVCVkOI 

It 

18 

OFM 

fl 

27 

[SjlIVAN 

fl 

? 24,^5 

NESTORFEe 

fl 

Rittcrling i 

VASSIL 

II 

Rittcrling 8 

NICEPMOKF 

If 

27 

I IRTtVSF (Virtiis) 

fl 

15 

OFNIGRI 

II 

15* 





Of ihe above, Cassius may be a Heiligcnberg potter of early second century 
date {U roxetet Report^ 1913, p. 33); ceti may represent Cettus of Lczoux ^D6ch. 
i, p. 162); Cocillus, and perhaps Callus, Masdusand Niger, worked at Eanassac 
(Dech. i,p. 118); Mercator, or another of the same name, worked at La Ciraufe- 

' Sec somewhat simibr stamps (and notes* pp. 239 and 257 above. 

* Numbers of shapes attached to the name of Kiitcriing refer to his classification of forms at 
Hofheim (jVuss, Atm., xl, pi. xxxi). Other numbers are, of course, those of Dragendoilf, 
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scnnue, Heilij;{cnberjT, and Lczoux (ff'roxf.'/cr Rcporf, 1912, p. 44): Peculiaris 
w<u>a potter ot the I ladrian-Antoninc perif.xl {ibid., p. 57 )» locality of Re.^cniis, 
Sex. Jid. Juciindus,andV'as.siIiisand Pomobonf docs not seem to be known. All 
the re.st maybe assigned to the potteries of La Graiifesenque. Tt will be seen, 
therefore, that of these potters almost all belong certainly to Ihc first century. 
One only, l^cculiaris, belongs definitely to the second. 

'Phe writer ainnot close this section of his paper without expressing his great 
indebtedness to Sir GeraUi R Ryan and Mr. Frederick Izant. respectively 
General Manager and Surv'eyor of the Phoenix Assurance Company, for the 
facilities they gave him for watching the ojccavation and examining all the objects 

found. 


IV. THE GKOWTII OF LONDINIUM. 


'Phe location of the earliest Roman settlement at London has long exercised 
the ingenuity of archaeologists. Its ultimate extent, Ixmnded by the W'all and 
bisected by the Walbrook. is of coume well known. This, however, covers an 
area of more than three hundred acres. 1 .ondinium must have begun on a rnuch 
smaller scale at some point within these Iwundarie.s. Many attempts have been 
made, from the time of Stukeley onw^ard.s, to determine this earliest site.* Some 
have placed it on the eastern bank ot the Walbrook, in the angle between the 
'i'hamcs and its tributary, and have given it a definite and (in one instance) * 
a fantastic outline. By others it has iKcn placed to the west of the W allirook, 

on the hill where now stands St, Pauls. ^ 1 1 • 

The chief defect of these theories is that they have l>een founderl m most 
cases on no better evidence than the imagination of their authors. I he finst to 
base a conclusion on ascertained facts W'asMr. Reginald A. Smith, who pointed 
out * that the almost entire absence of burials wdthin a space boundetj approxi¬ 
mately by Cornhill. Mark Lane, and the Walbrook. indicated probably the 

primitive site of London. . 

Such was the result of the examination of the negative evidence supplied 

by Roman burials. The discoveries reported in the last two sections ol the 
present paper, where some of the earliest Roman objects found in London are 
seen to have come from such comparatively di.stanl sites as King William Street 
and St. MartinVle-Grand, suggest that positive results might be obtained, indi- 


* See Mr. F. W, Keadcr’s summary of such aUcinpts in the Journal, Ix, pp. 313-31, 

* By I.ollic in liis Iltstory of London. 

* In the F. C H. London, i, pp. t-41. 
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catinjj not only the original site of London, but its extent at various pcri<xls before 
the ultiniat<? lino of the Wall was reached. It stjern.s possible that, by marking 
on a series of maps the S|x>ts when* olyecls of certain dates have been foun«l, 
we may t.*stimatc roughly the size of London at each of those dales. 

Two clas.ses of objects may be used for this puq)o.se. Coins arc in some 
cases exactly datable, in all aises limited in date to a few years. We know 
enough now alKUit 'Samian' potter}' to make this alsr.> of great value. The 
diagrams that follow are based on the coins noted in the I 'idoria County History 
of Loudon (together with a few in the Guildhall and London Museums) and on 
the '.Samian' vessels and fragments in the British, Guildhall, and London 
Mu.seums. The approximate site of each item i.s marked by a small cross. Spots 
from which a number of specimens of tlie samecla.ss are recorded are inrlicated 
by a quadruple cross. 

There are certain obvious and serious limitations to the u.se of this stali.stical 


method. ( i ) 1'he (jbjects may have been long in use betorc they were lost or broken 
or thrown away. The date at which an object wits made only serves to limit in one 
direction of time the date of the occupation ol its site. *I his applies pailiciilarly 
to c oins, which were oftern long in circulation. (2) Only a small profxirtion of 
the coins and potter}' fragments found in London have l)een exactly recorded. 
It is possible that this impcifcel record may in some cases be misleading. In 
the cjise of two areas equally densely inhal>iled, an abun<lance of objects may 
have Ix’Cn noted from one areti, none by accident from the other. (3) Even when 
a street is named, no indication is in most cases given of the part of that street 
in which an object may have l>cen found. This makes the evidence from such 
streets as Thames .Strcol or Fenchurch Street almost useless. (4) The circum¬ 
stances of the finds arc ver}' rarely reconlcd. I hey may have been parts of 
burial-groups. 'I'liey may have come from rubbLsh-pits. In both ciises their 
pre.sence on a site wouhl indicate al>scncc of occupation, and would suggest that 
the spot was at their period outside the inhabited area. 

In view of all these reservations, the results that follow must be taken as 
approximate and suggestiv'c. rather than conclusive or exact. 

Fig. 25 shows the spots on which coins of Claudius and his predecessors 
have been found. .Allowing about twenty years for the circulation of the coins, 
thi.s should suggest the limits of London about a-1>. 70. The recorded coins are 
very few, but most of them are situaterl etist of the WalbrcKik, their limit in this 
direction being the line of London Bridge. So far as any conclusions can be 
(Iniwn from such scanty evidence, this plan seems to confirm what the early 
pottery from King William Street and the General Post Office suggested. '1 he 
first settlement appears to have been in the eastern angle of the Walbrook and 



. -r , n __ • Fie. 28. Distribution of potters’stomps, La Graufesenque. 

Fig. 27. Distribution of form 37, La Graufesenque. ng.i/iainuu k 

Sketch-maps of London within the walls. 
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the Thames, but already at an early date there was some occupation of the hill 
of St. Paul's. Even though all these coins come from rubbish-pits, it is hardly 
likely that rubbish would be carried across the Walbrook and uphill to be shot 
on the top of the St. Paul’s hill. The finds in this neighbourhood probably indicate 
a small settlement west of the Walbrook. 

The line of the Wall is indicated on this, as on the subsequent diagrams. 
Of course it was not in existence at this earliest date, and perhaps not even at 
the latest of the periods dealt with in the following diagrams. It is only 
inserted to show the relative positions of the finds. For the sake of simplicity 
the position of no modern road or building has been included. If it be remem¬ 
bered that the eastern limit of Londinium is represented by the Tower, the 
northern by Finsbury Circus, and the western by Ludgate Hill, and that Cannon 
Street Station stands partly across the mouth of the Walbrook, no difficulty will 
be found in estimating the areas suggested by each diagram. It should also be 
remembered that the General Post Office stood below the western re-entrant 
angle of the Wall, and that the King William Street pits were situated just south 
of the centre of the map, on the eastern bank of theWalbrook. 

Fig. 26 shows the spots on which have been found fragments of the 
* Samian ’ form 29, which went out of use between a.d. 80 and 90. This should 
therefore indicate the extent of Londinium about a. d. ioo. With the exception of 
a couple of records on Tower Hill and one in the Minories, the outline of the 
thickly inhabited eastern area is fairly definitely bounded by St. Mary-at-Hill 
and Lime Street. The western half is still thinly inhabited. 

The ‘ find-spots ’ of form 37 of La Graufesenque manufacture are mapped 
on fig. 27. This form ended with the disuse of these factories about a.d. 100. 
The plan should therefore give us the size of London early in the second century. 
These sites appear to reach almost to the line of the Wall on most sides. They 
are, however, somewhat scattered, and should be confirmed by fig. 28, on which 
are noted the sites of finds of stamps on the plain wares of La Graufesenque. 
These of course ended with the disuse of the factories, at the same date as the 
evidence for fig. 27. It will be seen that the extension is not so wide as fig. 27 
would suggest. It is in fact not much wider, except for some growth suggested 
eastward to the line of Mark Lane, and westwards, north of Cheapside, than 
appears in fig. 26. 

An attempt was made, with the collaboration of Mr. Donald Atkinson 
(to whose expert knowledge of ‘ Samian ’ and to whose freely given advice, in 
this section as before, the writer is greatly indebted), to map separately the pre- 
Flavian and Flavian potters of La Graufesenque. Unfortunately the areas 
covered and the relative distribution of the finds seemed the same in each case. 
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Perhaps the records in either case are for some reason misleading. May one 
even dare to suggest that the German evidence for the dating of some of the 
exclusively pre-Flavian potters is not so definite as it appears ? 

In a recent paper* the present writer claimed that the distribution of La 
Graufesenque pottery proved Londinium to have reached its ultimate limits by 
the end of the first century a.d. This argument was based on an imperfect 
acquaintance with the facts, and is seen in the last three diagrams of this series 
to be unsound. It may be true of the northern and western limits, but it is 
certainly not true, so far as our evidence goes, of the eastern. There is indeed 



a large space within the Wall between Aldgate and Bishopsgate which none of 
the evidence at our disposal seems to fill. 

Fig. 29 shows the distribution of the decorated pottery of Lezoux, and 
should indicate the extent of Londinium in the third century, when that factory 
was destroyed. A very considerable expansion has taken place westwards, and 
every corner of Londinium seems now inhabited except that space, noted in the 
last paragraph, in the north-east quarter of the town. 

Here again conclusions must not be too hastily drawn. The north-eastern 
(and to some extent the north-western) part of the area of Londinium is a back¬ 
water of present City life, and is largely occupied by warehouses. It is perfectly 

* Jour. Brit. Arch. Assoc., n. s., xx, 307. See also Archaeologia, Ixiii, p. 338. 
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possible that excavations in this district may have passed unnoticed, and no finds 
in it therefore recorded. 

This is the last period for which useful data can be obtained. ‘Samian’ ceases 
in the middle of the third century, and even if we knew enough to make coarse 
pottery of value, its fragments have never been presen^d with the care that has 
been given to the more decorativ^e and attractive ‘ Samian ’. An attempt was 
made to map the later coins, but recorded specimens are so few that their 
evidence is valueless. 

If ever we are to learn by this method at what date Londinium reached its 
final limits, and when the wall may have been built round it, we must wait for 
much more evidence and more exact evidence than we have at present. 


VIII.— The Last Testament and Inventory of yohn de Veer, thirteenth Eari of 
Oxford} By Sir William H. St. John Hope, Knt., Litt.D., D.C.L. 


Read 6th May, 1915. 


The last testament and inventory of John de Veer,® the thirteenth earl of 
Oxford, are documents of their class of more than usual interest and importance: 
firstly, by reason of the nature of their contents; and secondly, because the testator 
was a man of threat wealth and high social standing. He was consequently the 
possessor of many beautiful and valuable things; and though, alas, not one of 
them is now known to exist, their appearances and characteristics are vividly 
brought before us in the descriptions set down in the inventory of the earl’s 
effects. 

John de Veer was the second but eldest sundving son of John the twelfth 
earl of Oxford, by his wife Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Howard, and sno jure 
baroness Plaiz. He is believed to have been born in 1443, and on the beheading 
in February 1461-2 of his father and his elder brother Aubrey, on account of 
their strong Lancastrian sympathies, John de Veer became heir to the earldom 
of Oxford and to the hereditary office of great chamberlain: the earldom was 
not, however, restored to him until 1464. 

There is no need here to refer at length to the well-known efforts of the new 
earl in the Lancastrian cause; to his escape to France after the disastrous battle 
of Barnet in 1471; to his return, capture, and imprisonment at Hammes; or to 
the temporary loss of his honour, dignities, and estates by attainder. All these 
troubles came to an end with his escape from Hammes and return to England 

' The documents that form the subject of this paper were first brought to my notice through the 
many extracts from them printed by the Rev. Severnc A. Ashhurst Majendie in an interesting little 
book, entitled Some Account of the Family of De Vere, the Earls of Oxford, and of Hedingham Castle 
in Essex, published by him in 1904. These extracts were made from a manuscript volume of 
transcripts of documents relating to the Veers collected by the late Mr. Lewis Majendie which has 
been most kindly lent me by his daughter-in-law Mrs. James Majendie, and from it the texts of both 
testament and inventory, with her permission, have been set up in type and subsequently collated 
by myself with the originals. I should like to take this opportunity of thanking not only Mrs. Majendie, 
but the Rev. Severne Majendie for his kind help in many ways. 

* The Earl calls himself and his forbear Aubrey ‘de Veer’, but his brother, uncle, and other 
kinsmen named in the will are called simply ‘ Veer ’. 
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in 1485 with Henry of Richmond, on whose side he fought on Bosworth Field 
as captain-general of his army. 

On Henry’s accession as king of England, John de Veer, who acted as 
high steward at the coronation, had all his titles and honours restored to him. 
In November 1485 he once more became the thirteenth earl of Oxford of his 
line, viscount Bulbeck, lord de Scales, and hereditary great chamberlain. A 
few weeks later he was made a privy councillor, constable of Rising Castle 
and of the Tower of London, high steward of the Duchy of Lancaster for south 
of the Trent, steward of the Forests of Essex, and admiral of England, Ireland, 
and Aquitaine. He had been created a Knight of the Bath so far back as the 
coronation of Queen Elizabeth Wydvdle in 1465, and was elected a Knight of 
the Garter in April i486. 

John de Veer was twice married: first, about 1465, to IMargaret daughter 
and heir of Richard Nevill earl of Salisbuiy, who died in or about 1489, and 
was buried at Colne Priory. His second wife (after 1507), who survived him, was 
Elizabeth daughter and co-heir of Sir Richard Scrope, and widow of William 
viscount Beaumont. By neither vvdfe did Earl John leave any issue. 

The earl died in his sev’^entieth year, at his castle of Hedingham in Essex, 
on loth March, 1512-13, and was buried some ten miles away, with great solemnity 
and .state, on the following 24th April, in the priory church of Colne, also in Essex, 
of vv'hich foundation he was patron. 

The testament of John de Veer is dated loth April, 1509, soon after his second 
marriage, and was proved and enrolled, together with his will, in the Prerogative 
Court of Canterbury on loth May, 1513, just tvv^o months after his death.' 

The inventory of all and singular his goods, debts, chattels, and sums of 
money, made by Thomas Mercer, apparitor-general of William archbishop of 
Canterbury, on 20th May, 1513, ten days after the probate of his testament and 
will, for some occult reason is now in the Public Record Office.- 

Although both documents are written in English, the bequests under the 
testament are not ahv'ays described in the same words as in the inv'^entory, and 
sometimes it is difficult to identify them. Some of the ornaments described 
in the testament cannot be found in the inv'^entory at all. There are also cases 
where one document completes or supplements the description in the other: 
some noteworthy instances will be noticed in their place. 

The opening sentences of the testament are full pf wisdom: 

I John de Veer Erie of Oxinford, beyng in goode helthe and perfeyt mynde, not 
grevid, vexed, troubled, nor diseasid with any bodily syknes, knowyng and considcryng 

* 11 Fettiplace. * Letters and Papers, Henry VllI, vol. iv, ff. 70-103. 
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well thuncerteyntie and unstables of this wretchid lyfe; And that there is nothing so 
certeyne to any creature in this world lyving as is the departure from the same; And 
natheless nothing soo uncertayne as the tyme and howre therof, Ordeyne and make this 
my present Testament .... in maner and forme ensuyng. 

The earl continues: 

First I geve and bequethe my soule to thinfynitie mercy of Almighty Code Maker 
and Redemer therof / to the moost blessid and glorious Virgyn oure lady seynt Mar}^ 
seynt John baptist, seynt John thevaungelist, seynt Antony, seynt George, and to 
all the holy company of heven; And my body to be buried tofore the highe aulter of our 
Lady Chapell in the Priory of Colne in the Countie of Essex in a tombe whiche I have 
made and ordeyned for me and Margaret my late wif where she nowe lieth buried. My 
body thider to be brought according to my degre. 

After renouncing and revoking all other former testaments, and giving 
directions for the proving and payment of his debts, and the recompense and 
restitution of any wrongs done, the earl proceeds to dispose of his worldly goods. 

He begins by bequeathing a jewel of gold to the image of Our Lady of 
Walsingham, and his whole best suit of vestments of cloth of gold to the 
monastery of Bury ‘ in the honour of the holy and blissed Kyng maiden and 
martyr seynt Edmond’. The jewel for Our Lady of Walsingham is shortly 
described as ‘ myn egle of gold displaied and garnysshid ’, but the inventory 
tells us that it was ‘ a splayde Egle of gold w* an angell face w^ vj dyamoundes 
and xj perles w* iiij rubies’ valued at ^30. The Bury bequest likewise is 
more fully described in the inventory as ‘a vestyment of blue cloth of gold 
of tyssewe w^ thorfreys on the foresyde w* my lordes armes and the Howardes 
wrought in the stole of crymsyn colo*^ the Bakeside of crymsyn cloth of gold of 
tyssewe w* ij Dalmatykkes of the same w* thorfreys of crymsyn clothe of gold 
of tyssewe’. The value is set down at;!^20. 

Next follow directions for the saying or singing of masses of requiem for 
the testator’s soul at various religious houses, and especially within the priory 
of Colne, wherein he was to be buried. 

To the intent that Divine Service hereafter shall be the more reverently 
ministered in the aforesaid priory the earl also leaves to the prior and conv'ent 
a handsome bequest out of the ornaments and jewels pertaining to his chapel. 

These include 

a whole suit of vestments of black velvet powdered with garters, flowers, and molets, 
with orfre^'s of red velvet; with three copes of black satin and another of black 
velvet purled; 

two altar-cloths (i.e. a front and a nether front) of white damask embroidered ‘and myn 
armes in diverse partes of the same’ with a frontlet of the same, described as 


278 THE LAST TESTAMENT AND INVENTORY OF 

‘ wrought in the stole, paly' with many Werkes And a pece of rede clothe of 
golde of Tissue at every end therof ’; 

a cope of white cloth of baudekyn with orfreys of blue cloth of gold; two copes of 
crimson velvet powdered with ‘ ffire yrongs ’ - and orfreys powdered with angels 
and molets; 

two copes of crimson cloth of gold ‘ with a monk on the hede ’; 
his second portos ® ' in the whiche the grauntt of thoffice of the Great Chamberleynship 
of England made in tyme passid unto Awbry de Veer Erie of Oxinford myn 
auncestcr is written in thende ’; 
two great candlesticks of silver parcel gilt chased; 
a censer of silver with leopards’ faces; 
a book called a Cowcher; * 

a cross without St. Mary and St. John of silver enamelled on both sides with the 
Evangelists; ® 

a paxbredc of silver and gilt ‘ w* an aungell in the myddes under a glass holding a 
vernacle described in the inventory as of ‘ the olde fasshion ’; 
a chalice written about the bowl: laudemiis et superexaliemus eum in seciila)'^ 
a monstrance of beryl (or crystal) for relics ‘ the fote and the coveryng thereof silver 
and gilt w^ seynt Anne having our lady in hir armys ’; 
another but lower monstrance with a beryl in the top of the covering and St. Margaret 
in the bottom; and 
an angel silver and gilt bearing relics. 

The earl also left ‘ unto thapparellyng of the Chapell of oure lady in the said 
Priory of Colne where my tombe and the tombes of myn Auncestres and frendes 
tofore rehersid be nowe and herafter shalbe made, of the ornaments and parcells 
now used belonging to my Chapell in my clossett’: 

a chalice of silver and gilt, with the Trinity in the paten, and in the foot of the chalice 
the Crucifix with St. Mary and St. John ‘and this scripture following aboute the 
boll Caliccm salutaris acc'ipiam ’; 
two small candlesticks of silver with gilt borders; 

tw’o small basons of silver and well gilt embossed with a scripture about the borders; 
a paxbrede of silver gilt and enamelled ' with a crucifixe Maiy and John sett theiyn ’; 
two cruets of silver with gilt borders with molets graven on the lids; 

* That is, with vertical stripes. * Described in the inventory as ‘ Iron to stryke fire’. 

® A portiforhim, porthos, or breviary; a book containing the services for the Hours in a form 
which the priest could carry abroad. 

^ A cowcher seems to have been the name for any service book, such as a mass-book or antiphoner, 
which had to lie upon a desk on account of its large size. 

® Described in the inventory as ‘A greate Crosse ennamyled on bothe sydes w* the iiij Evaun- 
gelistes poz all w‘ the tymber and the pyn of Iron Ixiij oz. wherof the silver wayeth by estimacion 
xlij oz.’, and valued at i,']. 

® In the inventory a paten is included, and both are entered as of silver all gilt. 
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a mass-book with these words in the beginning of the second leaf, post aspersionem ague 
dicat sacerdos; * 

two altar cloths of white sarcenet ^ sett with flowers, garters, and molets, with ‘ a pane 
in the uppare clothe of Chekred sateyn figury w* a Crucifix Mary and John sett 
theruppon and on the nether clothe an Image of Our Lady’; 

a ‘ payre of vestmentes ’ ® of white cloth of gold of tissue; another of crimson satin with 
orfreys of blue velvet; and a third of crimson cloth of bawdekyn with an orfrey of 
needle work and on the back of the orfrey a pelican and an image of Our Lady; 

also two frontlets of divers sorts, four corporases and their cases, four altar cloths of 
linen ‘ to lay upon thaulters ’, and two altar cloths (i.e. an upper and a nether front) 
of black cloth of gold. 

None of these ornaments, save the two silver-gilt basons, seems to be 
included in the inventory. 

To the high altar of Colne priory church were also left two altar-cloths of 
russet sarcenet powdered with garters and molets, with a pane in the middle 
of crimson cloth of bawdekyn, and 

‘ my crosse w^ the fote silver and gilte / the whiche is accustomed to stande upon the 
aulter in my closset ’. 

From the correspondence of the weights, 69 ounces, this cross seems to be 
identical with that described in the inventory as ‘a crosse silver and gilt w^ 
Mary & John w^ xiij counterfet stonys* and xvj pedes’, valued at ^^12 and 
18 pence. 

The earl further left to the prior and convent of Colne, to the intent they 
should the more heartily and devoutly pray for him, a standing cup silver and 
gilt with a flower in the bottom, ‘ whiche is my daiely cupe weighing 20I ounces; 
a great standing salt six-square silver and gilt, with a cover pounced with vines, 
weighing 39 ounces; and 

‘ I woll that they have the basson and ewre silver and parcelles gilt that is accustomed 

XX 

to be caried w* me weying iiij viij unces ’. 

The earl directs that ‘ theis goodes formerly by me to the said Prior and 
Convent yeven ’ are to be delivered to them by a tripartite indenture, of which 
one part is to remain with them, a second part with his executors, and the third 

* This is the rubric towards the end of the Benedictio salts et aquae which was done before the 
Sunday procession that preceded high mass. 

® Sarcenet was a silk stuff first made by the Saracens, probably in Spain. 

® A ‘ pair of vestments’ (a term used in the testament only) probably means an albe and an amice 
with their apparels, a girdle, stole, and fanon, as well as the chasuble or vestment itself. 

■* Counterfeit stones made of coloured paste seem to have been used very largely, even for the 
ornamentation of quite precious objects or pieces of plate. Cf. the description of the jewelled ouches 
and other portions of the mitre of William of Wykeham, Archaeologia, lx, 473, 474. 
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‘ to be delivered by myn Execiitours unto myn heire at his full age Also that 
upon delivery of the said stuff, jewels, and plate, the prior for the time being, 
and every future prior upon his installation, shall make solemn oath not to 
embezzle, sell, nor put away any of them, ‘ but the same alwayes to remayne and 
contynue in the saide house to thuse above expressid’. 

Of the three vessels above named, the standing salt only can positively be 
identified in the inventory, and the only possible cup seems to be one weighing 
21 ounces, described as ‘a gilt Cupp of silver playn w* a cover lakking 
thennamyling in the bottom 

Lastly, the earl bequeathed £20 towards the building of the belfry of Colne 
priory church. 

The next few bequests are of some interest: 

to St. John’s priory at Colchester, two copes of crimson cloth of gold of Lucca; 
to the cathedral church of St. John of Amyas (Amiens) in Picardy' the best image of 
Our Lady ‘being in my clossett’, and an image of St. John Baptist of silver and 
gilt, weighing together 150 ounces. These are described at greater length in the 
inventory as; ‘ Item a nother Image of o‘ Lady of silver and all well gilt w* her 
childe in her armes / a crowne on her hed, a septer in hir hande poiz C viii oz.’, and 
‘ Item an Image of saint John Baptist standing upon a base silver and the camell 
skynne all gilt and his mantell white poz xliii oz.’; 
to Woburn Abbey ‘ whereof I am Founder ’ the Earl leaves ‘ myn Image of seynt Andrew 
silver and gilt accustomed to stande in my Chapell ’; 
to the Black Friars of Cambridge ‘ myn Image of seynt Peter silver and gilt accustomed 
to stande in my said Chapell ’; 

to the priory of Hatfield Broadoak, ‘ myne Image of seynt James silver and gilt accus¬ 
tomed to stande in my forsaid Chapell ’; and 
to the nunnery of Brusyard in Suffolk, 20 marks ‘towardes the amendement & re- 
paracions of the saide house ’. 

The earl further leaves directions for ‘ a Reward of the stuff of my Chapel 
by the discrecion of myn Executours ’ to every house of religion being of the 
foundation of his ancestors, and to the parish church of every place where he 
had manors, lands, or tenements, on condition of prayers being said for him and 
his wife and others. 

The personal bequests come next, beginning with one ‘unto myn olde 
frende S’’Thomas Lovell Knyght’of a salt of silver and gilt with a pearl in the 
top, weighing 25 ounces.^ 

' The cathedral church of Amiens still possesses as a most precious relic the front part of a human 
skull, brought thither from the East in 1206, and reputed to be part of the head of St. John Baptist. 
See Archaeologia, lii, 672, for a fuller account and description of the relic. 

* This does not seem to be noted in the inventory. 
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Then follows a substantial bequest of chapel stuff, plate, clothes, and house¬ 
hold stuff ‘ unto my moost loving wif 

The chapel stuff left to Lady Oxford would have made many a parish church 
rich. It included two altar-cloths of blue cloth of gold lined with blue buckram,‘ 
with a whole suit of vestments of the same stuff, and three copes to match, all 
with orfreys of crimson velvet; three other rich vestments, and another set of ■ 
altar-cloths, with six altar-cloths ‘ of lynnen hallowed to lay upon aulters ’, and 
a pair of curtains, probably ridels, of red sarcenet. Also 

a cross with a plain foot garnished with seven stones ‘ w* a vice to open and to putt in a 
pece of the holy crosse ’; ^ 

a pair of eandlesticks of silver-gilt with the shanks pounced; 
a censer of silver and parcel gilt with leopards’ faces; 

a great chalice ‘with a patible Maiy and John in the fote’ and written about the bowl 
hic est emm Calix novi testamenti ; 
another chalice parcel gilt ‘with Ihs made in a knot in the paten’; 
a holy water stock of silver with a sprinkle ‘which is accustomed to hang in my closet ’; 
two images of silver and gilt ‘ thoon of o'' Lady and thoder of Seynt John Evaungelist 
that be accustomed to stande upon the highe aulter ’ weighing together six score and 
eighteen ounces; 

two salts of silver and gilt with a eover ‘ daiely accustomed at my horde ’; 
his best two cruets ‘ with spowttes like dragons ’ ^ silver and gilt; also 
his second antiphoner, two grayles (one of the best, another of the worst), three pro- 
cessioners, and a legend complete.^ 

The bequest of household plate to Lady Oxford included 
a spice plate standing gilt and without a cover ; 

a standing eup without a cover silver and gilt with cheverons and the testator’s arms 
in the bottom ; 

another standing cup gilt and enamelled with blue ‘Trulovys’ in the bottom ; 
a standing cup gilt with a broken flower in the bottom enamelled with blue; 
two pottle pots ® gilt and chased ; 

two plain white pots of silver with molets on the covers ; 
six bowls, with a cover parcel gilt ‘ w‘ myne armys in the botome ’; 
a salt ‘ of berall stonding w* an ymage of a Morion under the berall bering up the salt 
with a covere silver and gilt ’; 

^ Buckram or bokeram was a kind of coarse linen cloth. 

* The inventory describes this as ‘a crosse w* a foote silver and gilt w* a vice in the bothom and 
Images enamilid in the tabernacles under the sokett’. 

“In the inventory these spouts are described as ‘ ravonbilles ’. 

* An antiphoner was a book of anthems used in the hour-ser\dces; the grayle or ^raduaie contsHned 
the musical portions of the altar service; the processioner or processionale contained the procession 
services; and the legenda or legend the long lessons read at mattins. 

® Pottle pots were probably vessels capable of holding a pottle or liquid measure of half a gallon. 
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a plain standing salt without a cover with gilt swages ; 

also another like salt; , 1 . -r 

a pair of basons covered and gilt, ‘with a Scotchion of myn armys and my late wiles 

armys departid in the botoni of the same ; ^ 

two basons of silver chased and each other chase gilt ‘ w* baynes ; 
two ewers with broad bottoms; 

two plain candlesticks of silver parcel gilt ‘w* brochis for waxe’;' 
a great candlestick with ‘a nose and broche’ parcel gilt; 
six gilt spoons with round knops upon the ends; and 
twelve spoons not gilt. 

The most noteworthy of the objects left to Lady Oxford is probably the 
Qj-yg^Ql s3^1t With the figure of a ‘morion 01 blackamoor, which must ha\e 
resembled the famous ‘ Huntsman’ salt at All Souls College, Oxford. 

The next bequest to Lady Oxford reads strangely in these days of married 
w'omen’s rights, but in the sixteenth century a wife was evidently a man’s chattel, 
and her goods not her own: 

Item I geve and bequeath to my said wif w^out dymynucion or restraint all maner 
appareill to her persone, as well clothe as sylkes, and almanner of cheynes, rynges, 
girdelles, devices, bedes, brooches, owchis, precious stones, and all other thinges 
beyng parcell of hir appareill whatsoever they be. 

The apparel and stuff of his household and chambers bequeathed by the 
earl to his lady contains many interesting ‘ parcells , as he calls them: 

a ‘ celour V a tester, and a counterpoint of cloth of bawdekyn crimson and green wdth 
lions of gold with three curtains and a traverse of sarcenet and a counterpoint of 
green tapestry with an angel in the midst; 

‘the hangyng of grene tapestrie of my devices which serv^eth for the hall’, with a 
cupboard cloth, a tapet under the window, and a carpet; 
a sparver* of green cloth of gold of bawdekyn, with curtains of green ‘tartron’, and a 
counterpoint of green verdure; ® 

a carpet and a cupboard cloth ‘ accustumed to be in my lodging chamber at Hedingham ’, 
with the green hanging of tapestry ‘ of my devices ’ from the same chamber; 
two pieces of red say and a traverse of silk, ‘accustumed to be in the gentillwomenys 
chamber at Hedingham ’; 

five pieces of red say and a carpet ‘perteynyng to my said wife’s closset there’; 
a celer and a tester of baudekyn with birds of gold and three curtains of green; 

» A broche here was probably a spike or pricket to set a candle on. 

^ A sper\'er or sparver was a complete set of hangings for a four-poster bed, and included the 
tester or head part, the celour, celer, or seler overhead, the side and foot curtains, the valance, and 
sometimes the counterpoint or quilt as well. A bed often had only a tester and a celer, with or without 
side curtains. A trussing-bed was a portable one used in travelling. 

3 Verdure was perhaps a kind of baize; it was made at Booking and elsewhere in Essex. 
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the counterpoint and all the tapet with the history of Grissell, a cupboard cloth and a 
carpet ‘usid to lye in my chamber callid the Kynges chamber at Hedingham , 
with all mattresses and pallets ‘ for to lye under beddes lying in any of the said 
chambres there ’; 

a celer, a tester, and a counterpoint of white and red verdure paly, with tapets of the 
same for all the chambers; 

a great carpet to lie under a board and a carpet for a cupboard cloth; 

a sparver of blue cloth of gold of bawdekyn ‘ vv* iij curteyns white and blew tartron . 

Likewise ‘ besides all the premisses ’, three pair of fine sheets and ten pairs 
of coarse sheets, twelve pairs of sheets for servants, three pairs of fustians,^ eight 
pairs of blankets, eight coverlets, twelve feather beds with the ‘ transomsand 
twelve pillows. 

Also of the kitchen stuff, besides the premises, a new garnish of pewter 
vessel^ and three garnish of household pewter vessels ‘over and besides her own’. 
Also a brass pot called a standard, another brass pot of 5 gallons, another of 
3-2 gallons, two posnets, four pans, two square broches,* and Uvo round, and two 
broches for birds, two iron racks, a gridiron, and a cauldron. 

The next bequest is rather a pathetic one in view of the fact that the earl 
died childless. It begins: 

I woll that if I have yssue male of my body laufully begotten that than my same 
yssue male shalhave the goodes and Juelles hereaftir ensuyng viz.: 

First myn Image of the Trinitie silver and gilt and my crosse of gold wheryn lyeth ij 
peces of the holy crosse w* the garnyshing of the same. , - [ 

Item my bedde of Roottes which I hade by reason of myn Office ol the great 
Chamberleynship of England at the Kynges Coronacion; 

Also my hanging of Tulius; 

Item a celour and a testour of Riche Arrais w* a torney therin which I had at the 
Coronacion of the Quene / that dede is / by reason of my said Office; 

Item a celour a testour and a counterpoynt of crymsen saten w* my helmet and device/ 
and a hanging for the great chamber at Hedingham of tapestry paly crymsen and 
tawny ; 

Item a celour a testour and a counterpoynt of crymsen saten of Bridges [Bruges] em 
broidered w* blew borys molettes and a pare; 

Item a celour a testour and a counterpoynt of crymsen damaske embrawdred w* flowres 
borys and crankettes / and ij Women fedyng a popyngay in a cadge : the celour 
and a testour lyned with canvas and the counterpoynt lyned with bokeram; 

Item ij. stonding pottes silver and gilt chacid w* myn armys and the Howardes armes 
in the toppis; 

^ Fustians were sheets made of coarse linen. 

- A garnish of pewter was a set of vessels of that metal for table use, and included twelve platters, 
twelve dishes, and as many saucers. “ The broches here were spits. 
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Item a pavre of covered bassoiis gilt accustomed to be in my cliapcll | 

Item ij aultcrclothcs of white made and w-rought by my lady my moder w‘ a frontlett 
of the same wrought w' myn armys; 

Item a sute of vcstmciitcs of w'hite for preest Deacan and Subdeacon; 

Item iij Coix:s of the same colour; « 

Item ij censours of silver w* the Caligreyhoundes waying vj xiij unccs and j quarter; 
Item my best crosse silver and gilt weying Clxiiij unces; 

item inv bcsle garnyshc of silver vessell marked with Brikeltcs \v^ iiij chargeours all 


w^rying M CCC iltj unces; myn alines dishe with Swages gilt ^ycyi^g Cxlvij unces 
j quarter; My cufKt of gold w* splaide eagles and a Ixilace in the tojn: weying 
xlii unces i nuarter; And my greatest Candilstickcs weying Cxxxj uuccs and 


xlij unces j quarter; 
i quarter. 


eying Cxxxj 


A collation of this list with the corrc.sponding items and ihoir descriptions 
in the inventory reveals a number of interesting facts. 

The ‘greatest candlesticks' had gilt swages, and the arms of Veer and 
Howard in the foot of each. The gold cup with splayed eagles is more fully 
described as ‘a cup of gold with a cover pounseil with eagles with angels’ faces 
and molets with a balas in the top'. 'Thegarnish of silver vessels is stated to be 
marked 'with brikettes'^ which raises an interesting qutrstion as to their prove¬ 
nance. Among the bequests to Colne priory were two copes of crimson velvet 
powdered with ' ITirc yrongsbut in the inventory the powdering device i.s called 
• iron to stryke fire and now we come to plate marked with the same instru¬ 
ment under the name of hrikiifes. This is apparently the well-known badge of 
the dukes of Burgundy, and since it i.s not known that the carl of Oxford 
was a Knight of the Order of the Golden Fleece, it is possible that this plate 
was of Burgundian make. 

But to continue our collation. 

The bot cn->ss is described in the inventory as of silver and gilt with 
a fleur-de-lis at every end, and standing upon a base with twelve pinnacles. 
The pair ol covered b;isons gilt accustomed to lie in the earTs chapel agree in 
weight with ‘a pair of gilt bason.s silver all gilt with my Lord’.s arms & my old 
LrKly’s set in the bottom chased about with a »louble rose’. The old la<ly here 
referred to seems to be tlie earl's first wife. Tlie two standing pots arc minutely 
described in the inventory a.s* two great standing pots silver all gilt cha.scd,one 
chase plain, another pounscd.and in the top of the lids my Lord's arms and the 
Howards’ arms riuartered. and an angel with wings behind the lids’. What fine 
things they must have been! The vestments which arc so shortly described in 
the testament seem to be identical wllh a suit valued at £io of white bawdekyn 
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with crimson velvet orfrevs. The nitar-cloths' wousht by my lady my modcr' 
aiHwar in the inventory as ‘two altar cloths one of white .sarcenet and another 
of white damask, embroidered and wrought by needle svork with my Lords 

arms, and a frontlet ot the same 

The five sets of bed-hanj^ings bequeathed under the testament call lor some 
notice. Firs! comes the ' bwldc of Rootles' which the earl says he iiad by re^n 
of his office of great chamlierlain at King Henry s cfu onation. Ihis hcredihiry 
office was yranted to Aubrey de Veer under King Hcnr\' I» and, as we have 
seen, a copy of the grant was written in the end of a portos bcqueatherl to Colne 
priory. It was anciently the great chaml)ei lain’s chief duty to dros the king 
on the morning of his coronation, and for this and other services he received 
forty yards of crimson velvet, the kings bed, bedding,apparel and all the tumi- 
ture of the room in which he .slept tlie night before his coronation; he seems 
also to have had as his perciuisitc the pair of basons in which he brought water 
for the king to wash his hands in at the coronation banquet. ^ 

I'hc ‘ix^dde of Rootles* which the earl had from King Heniys coronation 
is more fully tlescribed in the inventory as a celer and a tester of enmson. blue, 
and white satin, embroidered with letters and roots’ of gold, with a counteiyjoint 
of the same, vrdued at 135. 4 f/. . . , , 

I he earl also leaves another bed which he says he had at the coronation oi 
• the Oueene that dede is*, apparently the Lady Elizabeth of York, consort ol 
King! Icnry Vll. It included a celer and a tester, the tormer, acairding to the 
inventorv, having in it a pavilion and the latter a loiirncy of knights 

Tlie other three beds were all of crimson satin or damask, and tull ot V ecr 
hcraldrv. (^nc apparently had the arms of the earl and of • my lady that di;ad is 
cnsignecl with the earl's helm and cr4-.st, and encircled by the garter. Another 
was embroidered witli a park, and jxjwdered witli blue boars, molets, and caly- 
greyhounds. The third was embroidered with two gentlewomen standing 
on a mount and feeding a popinjay in a cage, and powdered with crankets. 
molets, blue boars, and water-flowers. All these dcvice.s will be dealt with 

^^^^q"here rc-mains one more item to be noticed, the silver-gilt image of iJic 
Trinity and Ihc gold cross mentioned first in llie list. The inventory describes 
these more fullv as an image of the Trinity of silver and giU with a crown upon 
his head garnished with stones, with two little angels weighing 120, ounces and 
valued at £12 i>5. 9</., and a cross of gold garnished with two sapphires, ami 

* A root of a tree was the b...igc of Jol.n duke of Bedford. I lis «al as of Fnxncc 

has an eagle sunding with one leg upon the root or slock of a tree and holding in the other daw a 
shield of the duke’s arms. Possibly this ’ bedde of Rooues had once been hia. 
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two pteoes of the Holy Cro>s therein, accustomed to he in the lap of an imaj?e 
of the Trinity, weighing 15I ounces and valued at jC^o and locf. 

All the ornaments just rehearsed were to he put by the executors in the 
monastcrv' of Bur\’ or such other place as the earl shall direct, and to be de¬ 
livered to his heir when he shall come to his lull age of twenty-one ycare ‘and 
not afore’ Failing' direct heirs, male or lemalc, to whom the said stuft, jewels, 
and plate could descend, the earl leaves them to his nephew' John Veer, son of 
his brother Sir George Veer knight, who .actually succeeded him in the earldom. 

There arc a few' more personal bequests. 

'lo his tw'o nieces Dorothy and Ursula the carl leaves three hundred marks 
each, to be delivered to them at their ages of twenty-four years or before if they 
be married. Towards payment of this six hundred marks the carl directs that 
his ‘Cheyne with tlie Wlu.stcll having sixe .Score & oon linkes’ and weighing 
four score and eighteen ounces and :i half he sold, and the residue that shall 
l.ick lo he ni.adc up by his executors. He also leaves to John Broughton a pair 
of silver flagons * like to bottles’’ weighing eight score and thirteen ounce.s, and 
to Robert Broughton his brother ^^To in money. To his cousin John Veer he 
bequeaths of his pl.ate .and other stuft to the value oi ;^ioo, and he also gives him 
his collar of garters and red roses of gold. 

Finjilly. the e.arl directs that his cxecailors in as goodly haste as they reiison- 
ably may .after his decease shall convey or cause to be conveyed such of his 
jewels, plate, stulT, and goods movable, aiul such evidences as shall be thought 
most convenient to be put in sure cofl'et^ and well locked with divers locks and 
keys being within his cjistle of Iledingh.am, at London, at Wivenhoe, or any 
other pl.acc, unto the abbey of Bur}' or to the house of St John’s at Colchester, 
or else to such places as they or the ni.ajority of them shall think most convenient 
for dealing with the things to be disposed of under his pre^mt testament and 
codicil, and of the ordering of his lands and tenements specifietl and contained 
in his last will. Until his debts be paid, and then not until a year has expired, no 
part of the legacies bequeathed w ere to be delivereil except those to Sir 1 homa.s 
Lovel and to his wife. For further legal matters the text of tlie testament may 
be referred to. 

Three minor l.)equcst.s are inserted tow'ards the end of the testament: that 
of his best antiphoner to the church of Stoke by Nayland (in Suffolk); ‘ towardcs 
the making of the lies of the chiirche of Lavenham xx li. over and besides xx li. 

‘ Described In the inventory as * Item ij Botclles silver jiarcell gilt w' chejTics lo bcrc them with 
po? vitj 02 (li Ic 02 iija. ijr/. Suinma xxvij//. xijs. ijrf.' 
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whichc I tofore have pceven to the same' : and towards ‘ the bidding and making 

of the churche ot 1 larwich xx Ii.‘ r 1 j r 

Lastly, the earl leaves to every one of his exeentors being of tlie degree 01 
a kni'dit who shall take upon him the charge of the execution of this his testa- 
mentlind of his bust wUl and codicil /10 in money for his pains, and to every 
other executor taking upon him the like charge ten marks in money. He ordains 
as his executors, first Elizabeth 'my moost dercst wit', Sir Ihomas Lovel kni., 
Sir lames Hol>art knt.. Sir Robert Dniry lent., Sir William Waldegrave knt.. 
Sir Robert Lovel knt., doctor William Cook. John Veer the elder esq. 
Humphrey Wingfield esq., John Danycll esq. John Josselin esq., and W illiam 

Okeley gentleman. 

A codicil is appended containing a list of persons to whom the earl leaves 
annuities ; and a further list of household serv'ants and others to whom rewards 

were to l)e paid. . , , - , ^ n 

The. carl’s testament and codicil are tollowed in the rcgi.ster by his last will 

dated T.st September, 1512 (4 Henry Ylll). By it he renounces and revokes all 
otlurr previous wills made by him 'saving and except always my testament con* 
cernyng my beque.ste and other thinges comprised and ileclaied in thc^siime 
bering date the tenthe day of ApriU The yere of our lord god and ix, the 
xxiiij. yere of the Kcignc of King Idenry' the vij**' Sealed w* my scalp ot <irm^s 
and signed in diverse places ihcrof w* my hands: and also my (.odicell to the 
same annexed. W’hichc testament and Codicell and all an<l evy thing expressid 
and declared in the same and either of theym / 1 woll shall .stond still in full 
strenghl and that they l>e executed according to the true mcanyng and extent 

d he will then proceeds with directions as to the di.spo.sal of the earl s vast 
landed estates, which were distributed in eleven counties, but as the consideration 
of these does not fall within the scope of this present paper I have neither tran¬ 
scribed the will nor attempted any analysis ot it. 

The inventory, now in the Pulilic Record OfTice, of all and singular the 
carl’s goods, debt.s, chattels, and sums of money is entered in a paper liook of 
tliirtv'-four single leaves,measuring 11 inches by 7^ inches, and written very de.'irly, 
with few corrections or interlineations. The document seems to l>e complete 
in itself, a fact neccssiiry of mention since the headings of some of the .sub¬ 
divisions are somewhat perplexing. 

'I hc list opens, for instance, with a long li.st of bed-hangings, tapets, etc. 
de.scribcd as being ‘at Colne within the Priory in theW hite Chaml'ior , apparently 
one of the dcpositorie.s referred to in the testament. As there are no remains of 
the priori' now standing it is useless to speculate where the white chamber was. 
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Next follow the contents of a number of chambers, including Mr. Veer’s 
chamber, the Armery house, Mr. Voyelly’s chamber, Mr. Veer’s servant’s 
chamber, Mr. Burton’s chamber, the clerk of the kitchen’s chamber, the armory 
chamber, the parlour, the ewery, my Lord’s great chamber, the inner chamber 
of my Lady, the gentlewomen’s chamber, the revestry within the priory of Colne, 
the parlour under Mr. Veer’s chamber, Mr. Walgrove’s (Waldegrave’s) chamber, 
and the chamber over the porch. 

Despite the mention of the revestry, there seems to be little doubt that 
these chambers were not in Colne priory, but in the earl’s own house at 
Hedingham castle. Not in the stately great tower of the twelfth century which 
is all that is now standing there, but in a fine and large house to the north-west 
of it, with hall, kitchen, chapel, great chamber, garderobe towers, etc. which had 
lately been rebuilt by the earl himself and wherein he died. It is now’ utterly 
swept away. 

The inventory continues with a list of ‘ stuff given to my yong Lorde of 
Oxenforde ’, of horses and geldings, a valuation of the contents of the kitchen, 
a note of the wine in store, and a short list of ‘ Stuff at Henyngham ’. 

Next w'’e are again reminded of the earl’s direction as to the removal of his 
goods in strong coffers to such places as they could be easily dealt with by long 
lists of 

‘ Plate and Jewelles in a greate standarde ^ win the colege of Sudbery ’; 

‘ Plate and Jueiles in another strong Cooler all of Iron vj. lokkes upon the same ’; 

Hn another standarde bounde with barres of Irone’; 

‘ Plate in another cofer of woode barred with barris of Iron ’; and 

‘ Plate at Coolne in diverse offices ’. 

An interpolated statement as to the ‘ Redy mony at the houre of his death’ 
w’hich is given as ;^2,ioo, is followed by other long lists of 

‘ In another standarde Chapell stuff att Sudbury ’ ; 

‘ My Lordis apparell ’; 

‘ Wardrop Stuff at Sudbury in the Friers ’; and 

'Stuffe at Colchester win Saint John is Abbey’. 

The concluding item is a note of the ‘ Debtis owing to the testatour at the 
houre of his deth’, which were ;^i,333 6 s. 8 (/. 

The sum-total of the value of everything included in the inventory is entered 
as j^8,2o 6 175. 8i^/.; a truly colossal amount, probably represented to-day by 
close upon ;;^20o,ooo! 


’ Any large chest was called a standard. 
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It is impossible within the limits of any paper to discuss otherwise than 
quite briefly the contents of so rich an inventory. Such of the items as are 
dealt with under the earl’s testament have already been noticed, but there remains 
a great mass of magnificent plate and jewels and splendid stuffs that were not 
specifically willed away. 

The parcels deposited in Colne priory were none of them of great value, but 
many must have been pleasing to the eye. Such were no doubt the counter¬ 
points of tapestry or verdure with the picture of Solomon, with a man and woman 
hawking and hunting, with a man in one corner bearing a hawk, with a man in 
the foot bearing ‘ an herensewe by the necke or with the story ol Alexander; 
while a pair of red say were embroidered with the letters H and M ‘ knett w* a 
napkyn’ and with a man and woman on horseback. From the dimensions given 
the counterpoints had an average size of 4I yards by yards. Two sparvers are 
respectively described as (i) of changeable sarcenet embroidered with crankets, 
with crane-coloured' curtains lined with blue buckram and a counterpoint to 
match, and (2) of blue and crimson velvet paled (or striped vertically) with a 
pale of cloth of gold of baudekyn, and eight panes (or panels) of violet and red 
sarcenet. A dozen or more tapets, or carpets, are included in the list. Several 
were of large size, being 7^ yards long and half as wide, but the average size was 
4| yards by 3^ yards. All were either of tapestry or arras, and woven with various 
devices, such as a gentlewoman bearing a cup, a man on horseback with H and 
E upon his back knit by a lace, a man in harness fighting with a lion, a woman 
bearing a basket of grapes, with clouds of white and purple in the upper borders, 
with a castle of brick in the upper part, a man with a crossbow shooting at a 
wild beast with a castle in the corner, a man with hose striped red and white 
leading a hound and bearing a hawk on his fist, a man riding on an ass with a 
whip in his hand, etc. etc. Two tapets had stones and pearls in the borders, 
probably counterfeit or imitation, since they are only valued respectively at 155. 
and 55. Three coverlets described as of ‘ bery making ’ were probably of some 
special fabric woven at Bury St. Edmunds: two of them were adorned with 
Bourchier knots. A cushion is also noted as being ‘of Jewys worke’. The last 
item is a sparver and a counterpoint of diaper embroidered with whistles and 
chairs, two of the earl’s badges. 

The contents of the various chambers at Hedingham castle are somewhat 
awkward to deal with. In about a dozen cases the chambers were evidently 
bedrooms. The bedsteads themselves are not mentioned, save a trussing or 
travelling bed made of iron in one chamber, and in another a trussing bed of 
old blue and crimson velvet paly, with paned curtains of blue and crimson damask. 

‘ Crane-coloured, of ashy grey like a crane’s feathers. 

o o 
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Some of the bedsteads had a sparver, a mattress, featherbed, bolster, one or two 
pillows, a pair of blankets, a pair of fustians for sheets, and a counterpoint for a 
quilt. Others had a celer and tester only, instead of a sparver. In a few cases, 
as in my lord’s chamber, and my lady’s, and that of her g-entlewomen, the beds 
had curtains as well. An andiron or firedog in my lady’s chamber, and two 
Sfreat andirons and a chafer’ in the chamber next to Mr. Veer’s, are the only 
suggestions as to fires. The clerk of the kitchen had two chests in his chamber, 
as well as a mortar with a pestle, and 9 lb. of .saffron; while the contents of the 
gentlewomen’s chamber incongruously include a vestment of black tinsel 
with two altar-cloths to match, the gold jewel for the image of Our Lady of 
Walsingham, and ‘ an home of unykhbrn ^ harnesed and garnishid with gold ’ 
valued at £4. No chairs, stools, or seats of any kind are mentioned, though 
cushions in some of the rooms suggest their existence. My lord’s chamber had 
four carpets, and my lady’s nine old carpets sore worn. There is no direct 
mention of the hall or its furniture, and of the kitchen reference is made only to 
the old brass and pewter, which were valued at ;!^i8 odd. The ‘ armory chamber ’ 
seems to have been a storeplace for cloth, and the chamber over the porch that 
wherein the linen sheets, etc. were kept. The parlour was apparently the tem¬ 
porary repository of a c|uantity of hangings and carpets. The contents of the 
ewery include the store of wax, in cakes, tapers, and torch ends, also of rosin, 
‘ torche weke ’, and ‘taper weke’; likewise 110 ‘ tortes of broche ’, probably twisted 
candles,® with a chafer, a wax board, three chests, and two leaden weights. In the 
ewery too, were eight diaper table-cloths, each 7 yards long and yard wide, 
which must have been for a long table in the hall, four ‘breakfast cloths’ of 
diaper each 3 yards long, thirty-eight table-cloths ‘of household’, twelve towels 
with eight others of diaper, and sixteen diaper napkins. 

The store of wine is set down as two tuns of Gascony worth ^^8. 

The objects in ‘ the Armery house ’ consisted wholly of armour and weapons. 
The greater part consisted of armour for foot-soldiers and included a hundred 
and seventy-five salets, or head-pieces; one hundred and one brigandines or 
body defences; nine new coats; seventy-seven pairs of splints; five pair of old 
gauntlets; sixteen corsets; eighty-four pairs of gusset (of mail); eighteen gorgets; 
and twenty-five aprons of mail. There was also ‘a pair of olde Ryvettes ’, probably 
a disused suit including the head and body armour and a pair of splints. 

Of weapons there were six score and four halberts; seven score old bills; 

' Or vessel for heating water. 

* The long spirally-twisted tusk of a narwhal. 

® ‘ Pro factura loTorgez et laTortettes ac 14 Brochez.’ Bursar’s Roll, 1507-8, Durham Account 
Rolls (Surtees Soc.), 659. 
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six score bows; sixty-four sheaves of arrows without cases, and tour sheaves 
with cases; and four bundles of bowstaves, each containing sixteen staves, and 

eight old staves; also a ‘ boore spere . 

For ‘my lordes body’ there were two pair of brigandines; also his ‘vam- 
braces’ and ‘polvornes’, hvo salets with ‘bavours’ and ‘a hat of stele’, two 
gauntlets, and ‘ his legharnes 

In the list further on of my lord’s apparel are ‘a Jackett of gold lyned with 
grene sarcenet to were uppoh harneis’ and ‘a nother Jakett of grene and white 
velvett ’; also ‘ a horse harnes wrought corsewise with bokylles ’. Among the 
chapel stuff at Sudbury were also eleven arrows for a cross-bow and two 
cross-bows. * 

The things in the revestry at Colne priory were miscellaneous enough m 
character: pieces of tawny fustian, remnants of satin and damask, five dog- 
collars, eight purses, a pair of ivory beads, twenty-one ells of canvas, an ouche 
of gold and sundry rings and brooches, a tablet with an image of Our Lady 
worth £4, two garters, and seven chests and standards. 

The ‘ stuffe given to my yong Lorde of Oxenforde ’ enumerates the six rich 
sets of bed-hangings already noticed under the testament. Their united value 
is given as 

Under the head of horses and geldings are entered: a cart and four horses 
with their harness, worth £4 ; sixteen horses, geldings, and little nags, sold for 
;^i5 55. 8c/. the lot; and two old sackcloth saddles valued at 65. Sd. 

The final note of the stuff at Hedingham includes a pair of organs worth ^^5, 
a pair of portatives, or portable organs, valued at 20s., and a small pair of organs 
at Wyvenhoe valued at 26s. 8c/. ; also three celers and testers, with a sparver, 
a tapet, and a counterpoint ‘ w‘ a condyt ’. 

The ‘ plate and jewels ’ that lay in the ^eat standard within the college of 
Sudbury must have been a rich lot. The list contains sixty-three items, all of 
silver, silver-gilt, or parcel-gilt, and ranging in value from a few shillings t0;^70. 
Their total value is entered as £846 and 2\d. 

Of the sixty-three items, thirty-seven, or more than half, were church stuff. 

Most noteworthy of them were a number of silver-gilt images of saints and 
apostles. Besides an image of Our Lady weighing 64 ounces for the high 
altar of the earl’s chapel, and a greater one still of 108 ounces that stood in his 
oratory and was left to the cathedral church of Amiens, there were images of 
St. John Baptist, of nine out of twelve apostles," and five lesser images. The 

^ Most of the objects described in this list are referred to in Lord Dillon’s paper on ‘Arms and 
Armour at Westminster, the Tower, and Greenwich, 1547’, in Archaeologia, li, 219-80. 

The missing apostles are Matthew, Matthias, and James Minor. Similar series of ‘images 
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figure of the weighed only 43 ouncc^j, hut those of the apostles averaged 

641 ounces. St. Peter was evidently represented as pope, since he had upon his 
head a diadem garnished with stones and pearls. Four o! the apostles have 
their emblems described; .St. Simon, ‘with a crosse (with) rounde knoppes on 
thendes ’. SL J ude, witli a shij); St. Philip * with a grene rl()hl)e \ and .St. 'Hiomas 
of Indc ‘w‘ a spere in oon hand and bokc in thother’. The le.sser image.s were 
St. Margaret *w^ a cros in a dragon’s mouth’, St. Barbara, St. Anne, and a 
.St. George ‘w' a bone of saint george under the burall in his shildc'. There 
was likewise a little image of Our Lady. 

Another unusual thing is 'a greate bason of .sylver w‘ bollions parcell gilte 
for a founte' weighing 137 oz. and valued at £22 i6.v. <S//. There can be little 
doubt that this was a silvttr pared-gilt font in which members of the earl’s family 
had been or could be baptized. The monastei^' of Christchurch at Canterbury 
formerly had one which w’as sent for on occasion ol royal christenings, and 
W'crc paid to the prior’s serv.nnt.s in February 1515-16 lor the carr)*ing anrl re- 
carrj'ing of the font between Canterbury and Greenwich for the christening of 
the princess Mar)'.’ It was again sent for at the close of 151S. In an inventory 
of jew'cls, plate, etc. belonging to King 1 lenry VUl, taken in 1521 there may l)e 
found among the ‘ Molly water stollys gilt’ this entry: 

Item Rccevt'd of the Queues grace for a founte callid in hir indenture A wyder or a 
disshe chased \v‘ bestis men «-md fowlis di gilte w’oute a cover waiying in the said 
Indenture cl.\xiiij oz di to the whichc Ibunle oon William liollandc hath made a 
Cover gilte chase w* men heslis ;uid foulis waiyiig C oz di and wayith now to 
gidders in all cdxxv oz.* 

In the inventory of King Henry Vlll's jewels taken in January 1548-9, 
now in the .Society’s Library, the* first item in the list of ‘ Holiwaier Stockes of 
.Silver gilte parcell gilte and while w* a fontc parcell gilte’ is: 

Item a fontc chased witli men beastes and Fowls half gilte with a cover gilte poiz 

%T 

together cciiij J. 02. • 

Thi.s is no doubt the same font a.s that entered in 1521, and it may even have 
been the one formerly at Canterbury, acquired by the king when he was in 
that city at Whitsuntide 1520. In any case it may be borne in mind that a 

yill’, but in grrjatcr number, and with like clcscrlpiions of the emblems, occur in ihc iav-entories of 
King Henry VIII. 

' Ldlers and Mi/crs, amiDonustif, Henry V’lH, vol, ii, parts, p. 1470. 

* From * King Henry VIH’s jewel Book', edited by the Rt. Rev. Edward bUluip suffragan of 
Nottingham, in Associated Jirchitedural Societies' Repotis and Paters for 1891, vol. xvii, t8i. 

’ MS. c.xxix. fo. 42. 
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large silver-gilt font still forms part of the royal plate kept in the Tower of 

London with the regalia. 1- 1 • u 

Other church stuff in the earl's inventory included the great alms-dish with 

swages left to the heir; the rich cross bequeathed to Lady Oxford, and another 
to Colne priory; the two monstrances for Colne priory; another with Our Lady 
in the top; and a fourth with a crucifix in the top, and a cross flory. There 
was also a fifth ‘ monstrant silver and gilt callid a forte dieu w* iiij pillers and 
an angell wanting a wyng w* a cuppe of burall to put in the Sacrament the foote 
garnisshid w* .x. counterfet stones and a cover wt a crosse lacking a bullion of 
silver'. The weight of this fine piece was six score and seven ounces and its 
value £^,'2.0 25. 2d. There were also two cruets ot ‘ burall' or crystal, with lids and 
feet of silver gilt; two other cruets without lids; and a third paii of largei size. 
Of censers there were two pairs,^ both ‘ with lieberdes hedes ’ to which perhaps 
the chains were fixed. The incense ship that supplied them was of ‘sylver all 
gilt w^ a braunche ot corall in the toppe afore & an acorn ot burial standing 
behynde'. There were two chalices, of silver all gilt: one had ‘my lordes \yoord 
Ell dieu est tout written in the fote and the trinitie in the paten' and weighed 
38I ounces; the other is described as a great chalice and weighed 32 ounces 
with its paten, and had the unusual ‘ scripture about the bool ’ Laudemus et 
suferexcilteiuus euui in seciihi : it was one of the bequests to Colne priory. Ihe 
last item in the church stuff was ‘ an holy water stoppe silver parcel gilt \vt 
this scripture aboute vidi aquam egredieutem w‘ the sprynkell to the same : it 
weighed 89 oz. and was valued at 14 and 22d. 

Another notable object in the great standard must have been 

a new spice plate silver parcel gilt a cover and in the toppe of the cover a fane 
having my Lordes armes and my olde Ladies armes on thonc syde and saint 
John baptist on thother syde the foote pounced w* molettes the shanke pounced 
and enamilid & aboute the mydde shanke set w* molettes. 

It weighed 154 ounces and was valued at ^^25 135. ^d. 

Other objects that may be noticed are: a number of platters, dishes, and 
saucers, all of silver and of considerable weight, ‘marked w* colombynes’; 
a chafing-dish of silver parcel-gilt with three gilt angels on the side and on 
every angel a molet; six goblets made at Bruges, with a cover having on top 
my lord’s arms wdthin the garter; six other new' goblets chased wdth fleurs-de-lis, 
with a cover having on top my lord's arms and the Howards (a pair of salts 
with one cover were similarly ornamented); a number of Paris bowls of silver 
‘ pounced lyke penys with a cover w‘ a colombyne in the bothom ’; six small 

» One of these censers was left to Lady Oxford, and another to Colne priory. 
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bowls of silver parcel-g'ilt ‘ w* a cover w* vj signes of the monithes in the yere 
in the bottom ’; and ‘ ij flagons w* cheynes silver parcel-gilt w* colomebynes 
on the side ’: these last weighed eight score and 5 ounces and were valued 
at ^27 105 . 

The last item to be noticed was the greatest in value: 

A girdell full of barres of golde every seconde barr lyke a cheire set w* stonys and two 
small barres at thone ende and a powche of blake velvet garnisshid perles set 
in gold and a stone in the middes set in gold. 

Though it weighed only 43 ounces, the value of this precious thing is set 
down at ;^7i 135. ^d. The jewelled chairs upon it, as will be shown later, were 
allusive of the earl’s office of great chamberlain. 

The plate and jewels stowed ‘in another strong Cooler all of Iron w* vj. 
lokkes upon the same’, also apparently at Sudbu^^ college, were the most 
precious things of all. There are only twenty-two items in the list, but their 
united value was ^^884 165. gd. This is not to be wondered at seeing that fifteen 
of them were of gold, and the rest of silver-gilt. 

The jewelled cross and the image of the Trinity to which it belonged have 
already been noted among the bequests to the earl’s heir. There was also a gold 
image of St. George weighing 12 ounces. The other gold objects include a spoon 
with my lord’s armes on the end, five cups, three salts, and four chains and 
collars. 

The first cup was valued at /8i 11s. Sd. It had ‘ a cover pouncid w‘ eagles 
wt angelles faces and molettes ’ and the foot and cover were ‘ set w* perle and 
stone The second cup was covered, but not jewelled, and was pounced ‘ ful 
of Roundes like pellettes ’ and had ‘ a redde rose in the Bothom ’. The third cup 
was like the first in being pounced with angel-faced eagles and molets, but its only 
jewel was a balas in the top; yet it was valued at 95. 2d. Of the other two 
cups, one was ‘ a litle flat cup of gold w* a cover garnisshid w* molettes and 
crankettes having my Lordes armes and my Ladies in the top of the covere and 
the bothom pouncid w* sonnes ’; the other was ‘ a goblet of gold w* a cover 
ha\^'ng my Lordes armes and my Ladies in the toppe ’. 

The three gold salts must have been beautiful things. The first was ‘set 
w‘ bedes and perles in the toppe/a diamound a Rubie and vj perles’. The 
second had ‘ the hed and foote enamelid wt blue & set with perle and litle 
knoppes enamelid w* red standing upon a dissers (or jester’s) hed ’. The third 
was ‘ a litle salt of gold, the hedde and the fote w‘ Rubies & perles w* a safre 
in the toppe w* a Rose whn the bothom oi the salt ’. 

The four collars and chains were most noteworthy and beautiiul objects. 
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The first is described as ‘ a greate cheyne of gold of xxij lynkes enamilid \vt 
white and blue columbines’, weighing 30f ounces and valued at ;^50 125. 6 (/. 
From the many objects already noted as ornamented with columbines, this collar 
must be looked upon as heraldic in character. 

The second was the earl’s collar of the Order of the Garter which he 
bequeathed to John Veer, and is described as ‘a Collar of gold made in garters 
w* redde Roses in the garters and a george w* a dyamount and iij greate perles 
hanging in the dragons toote’. It weighed 21 ounces and was valued at 

According to Ashmole the gold collar of the Order of the Garter was intro¬ 
duced by King Henry VH, and is first recorded to have been worn in 1504; 
the earl of Oxford’s collar, since he was then already K.G., must therefore have 
been one of the earliest made. It will be noticed that the roses are all red, but 
in the Statutes of King Henry VIH the collar was ordered to be of the weight 
of 30 ounces or thereabouts and to have the roses alternately white upon red, 
and red upon white. King Henry VIII’s own collar weighed 28| ounces, and 
the jewelled St. George 3^ ounces more, or 32^ ounces in all. 

The earl’s third collar was ‘ of fyne gold of xxvij S and ij Porteculeisse 
w* a grete diamount in a red Rose and a Lyon hanging uppon the same Rose 
w* ij Rubies and a diamount uppon the said Lyon and ij greate Rubies / and iiij 
diamountes & ix greate perles uppon the .S.’ Though its weight was only 42 
ounces, it was valued at ;!^98 and must surely have been one of the most splen¬ 
did collars of SS on record.' How the two rubies, four diamonds, and nine great 
pearls were disposed among twenty-seven SS is uncertain. The collar was no 
doubt a gift to the earl from King Henry VII. 

The fourth chain, though not jewelled, was the most valuable of all the 
items in this extraordinarily rich inventor}^ It is described quite truly as 

XX 

‘ a great cheyne of gold w* a maryner’s whistell & of viij and oon Lynkes ’, 
and its weight was 146 ounces or over 12 lb. droy! It was also valued at 
the huge sum (for the time) of ;^243 65. S(f. The earl wore this chain and 
whistle by reason of his office of admiral of England,- but it is curious to 
note that it does not correspond either in links or in weight with the chain 
and whistle directed to be sold under the earl’s testament towards his nieces’ 
portions. That one is said to have six score and one links and to weigh four 

’ It was, of course, exceeded greatly in value by the wonderful jewelled collar of SS made for 
King Henry IV in 1407 at a cost of ;^385 6s. &/. 

* At the reception outside Calais of the Lady Anne of Cleves in December 1539, it is noted of 
William earl of Southampton, who was then high admiral of England and Wales, etc. that ‘baudrick- 
wise he ware a chayne, at the whych did hange a whistle of golde set with ryche stones of a great 
value ’. Edward Hall, T//e Union etc. p. 832. 
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score and i8| (or 98I) ounces. This in the inventory had 161 links and weighed 
48 ounces more. Now if forty more links represent 48 ounces, 120 links should 
weigh 144 ounces. Yet the chain and whistle of the testament weigh together 
only 981 ounces. So too 160 links should weigh 192 ounces; yet the chain and 
whistle in the inventor^' only weigh 146 ounces. It seems therefore that the 
earl had in turn two chains : an old one of 121 links when he made his testament 
in 1509, and a new one of 161 links which he had made to replace the other 
some time before his death four years later. The fact that he forbids in his 
testament anything to be sold or handed over until his affairs are settled, shows 
that he could not have died possessed of two chains with whistles, and there is 
only one described in the inventor}^ 

The few silver-gilt pieces laid in the strong coffer were almost as beautiful 
as the gold vessels, and consisted of five standing cups and a set of six great 
bowls. Three of the cups seem to have been royal gifts. One is described as 
having a border of roses, portcullises, and fleurs-de-lis, with portcullises on the 
cover; another as being set with roses and portcullises, with a rose upon 
the cover ; and the third as having quarters or sides, ‘ oon quarter playne tothir 
chasid w* Roses portculius and pomegarnettes ’ with a rose on top of the cover. 
The other two cups seem to have been equal in weight and value to the three 
just mentioned, but are only described as having a rose upon the cover. 

The last item in the list is 

vj greate bollys all gilt w* a cover sett ful of molettes and crankettes in the toppe 
of the same cover perles and stones my Lordes armes upon the same. 

Their united weight was 13 score and i8| ounces, and their value 
;^ 5 o 175. 6 cl 

The next lot of vessels, etc. arc simply noted as being ‘in another standarde 
bounde with barres of Iron presumably also at Sudbury college. The contents 
form a long list of eighty-four items, consisting chiefly of dishes, platters, pots, 
standing and other cups, basons, spoons, candlesticks, etc. all of silver-gilt, silver, 
or parcel-gilt, and valued at ;iri,i98 95. <^. 

The list is headed by the great garnish of silver vessels marked with 
‘ brikettes ’ left to the earl’s heir, which is followed by a number of other items 
that were apparently included: amongst them being twelve silver platters 
weighing nearly 30 ounces each, and valued at ^^55 odd. Four succeeding 
items specify a platter, a dish, a saucer, and three chargers, all ‘newe made 
ayenst Whitsontyde ’ and marked with my lord’s and the Howards’ arms. 
Further down the list is a bason of silver parcel-gilt also new made ‘ayenst 
Whitsontyde’. Some of the more valuable items were bequeathed to Lady 
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Oxford, the earl’s heir, or to Colne priory, and have already been noted, but 
there remain a great many other notable things. 

Foremost must be mentioned two silver basons all gilt with the king’s arms 
in the bottom, and a gilt cup of [asjsay ‘ wiche my lorde had at the coronacion 
of King Henry the eight by reason of his office’, that is, of great chamberlain. 
Another interesting item is ‘ a pott all of silver for the barbour to warm in water 
for my lordes herd’. This must have been either large or massive, since it 
weighed 81 ounces and was valued at;i^T2 165. (id .! 

A few unusual things also occur in the list, e. g.: 

A Cupp made of a grippes Egge ^ covered the foot silver & gilt & in the toppe of the 
cover a blue floure; 

A Callak - of silver all gilt w^ a crowne in the toppe of the cover w* a lyon in the 
middle; 

a pott of Iveiy garnisshid w^ silver all gilt & in the top of the cover a saint Johns hed; 
vj Bolles silver all gilt w* a cover w* the monithes»in the Bothom of every of them sett 
in gold the top of [the] cover garnisshid w^ small Perle and stones set in gold; 
the holy gost in a clowde silver hanging in a steon silver and gilt w* a molet in the 
myddes; 

A litle Cupp of Masour the foote and cover silver and gilt; 
a nother pott of tree w^ the cover and lyppes of silver and gilt. 

Other interesting objects are: 

ij Basens silver all gilt and chasid sonnes and wrethes of colombynes in the Bothom. 

and my Lordes armes; 

a bason of sylver all playn the swages gilt and an eagle w* an angell’s face in bothom ; 
and 

an Ewer to the same facioned like a tankard w^ iiij hoopis gilt; 

ij greate gilt pottes silver chasid one chase playn another pouncid w‘ a Ringe aboute the 
Bely departing the chaces w* my Lordes and the Howardes armes; 
a pott of silver parcell gilt w* an angell w^ winges on the lydde and armes in the same; 
a greate Standing Cupp silver all gilt w^ mylle pykes in the bothom chasid ; 
ij standing Cuppes silver all gilt bell shapen w* ij covers every of them w* colombynes 
floures in the botom; 

ij leyers ^ sylver all gilt like unto perys eche w* spowtes w* a gilt spone; 

* The egg was, of course, that of an ostrich and not of a griffin. 

* A callack or collock was apparently a tub-shaped vessel. ‘ Unam peciam coopertam vocatam 
le collok ’ occurs in a will of 1437 {Test. Ebor. ii, 61). 

® Representations of the signs of the months were very popular; see Archaeologia, xliv, 137-224. 
■* A leyer was a laver or jug. 
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a SnofF * of silver pcrccll gilt 

ij spones silver all gilt \v‘ forkes for grcnc gynger.< 

Towaj-ds the end of the list occur three separate figures of angels Ix-aring 
relies; four paxbredes, one ‘of the olde htsshion w* an angell in the myddes 
holding a vernacle’. and .'mother of silver with a ‘vcmacle of modir of perlc*; 
two silver-gilt sacring bells; and * ij Skalop shcllys of silver and gilte'.* 

The next list, of* Plate in another cofer of woode Ixirred w‘ barris of Iron 
also ineludcs a lot of chureh plate: that is to s<iy, out ol sixty items, fourteen 
certainly were so. I’he rest of the things were |)ots, basons, ewers, goblets, salts, 
bowls, cups. sjKions, etc, and the total value of the whole ;^‘5I4 Ss. &/. 

The more notew^orthy items are: 

a b.T5on of silver w* blue water flourcs in the bolhom ; 
a bason of silver callid the trussing Iwson ; 

vj goblettcjj made of a tooth of an Olyfaunt garnisshed w‘ silver and gilt 

a liile gill salt covered iH: ehasid w' a bordour of flour dcliccs in the bottom; 

iiij Small belles parrcll gilt w‘ the signes of the monithes in the Iwttom swages gilt; 

ij small bollys ol sylver all whyte pouneid \v‘ greatr itoundcs in the bottom; 

ij (lupiK-'s of silver pareell gill \v‘ blue anuelcltes in the bullion); 

iij nevve candilstikcs w* noosys on thonc syde and prikettes on thothcr syde; 

A Sensour of silver w‘ the raollcttes in the covciyng; 

A pair of kervyng knyves w’ seqicntynes hnftos; 
n p.nir of knyves ihaflcs gilt w' molettcs up|X)n lhaltes; 

A Cupp of Is’cry w* a cover; 

A ch.aync fd' gold w‘ a george, 

rhls l.ast item only weighed ounces, but w'.as valued at^i6 155, itv/. 

'1 he list of* Plate at Coolne in diverse offices' contains only stwcntcen items, 
valued atj{,’io5 155. //A 
Among them were: 

A Cuppe of Assayc silver parccll gilt oon of the signes of the monith of November in 
the botorn; 

ij playn pottes of silver all white like to Ravonsbillis; 

A standing Cupp gilt w> a cover \v‘ a white molett in the bottom cnamilid ; 
ij lowe Roundc Saltcs all white every of them having a hole in their sides: 

A Mallcyns Boke w‘ a elapse of silver wich my lordc was wont to use hymsclf ; and 
xx.wj Counters of silver thone syde w' a faco) and thothcr \v^ a Calygreyhoundc. 

' A pair of snulTers. 

* The use of forks *to eale grene gynger with all* was a common one according to English 
inventories; see .■Irc^taeo/oj^ia, xxxviii, 361, note a, 

* It is uncertain wliat these were for. 

* A set of ivory goblets such as tlicsc is unusual 
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It may be of interest to note that in the foregoing lists the various pieces 
of plate are valued at 35. 2d. the ounce for white or plain silver, at 35. 4d. the ounce 
when parcel-gilt, and from 3s. ^d. to 35. 6c/. when wholly gilt. But the more 
ornate silver-gilt vessels are valued at 35. 8c/. the ounce. 

The gold objects are valued at 335. A^d. the ounce, but it also jewelled at 365.8c/., 
and occasionally, as in the case of the earl’s collar of the Garter, at 405. His 
splendid jewelled collar of SS is valued at 46s. 8c/. the ounce.' 

After these great collections of plate and jewels comes an astonishing list 
of ‘ Chapel-stuff’. 

It is described as ‘in a nother standard . . . att Sudbur}’^’, but this must 
apply to part only, since the hundred and twenty-seven items include more than 
twenty pairs of altar-cloths, nearly fifty copes, and a dozen complete suits of 
vestments, besides a score of single vestments and a variety of books and other 
things, which could hardly have been kept or contained in any one chest or press, 
however large. 

As a matter of fact, the list will be found to consist of two lots: firstly, the 
best altar-cloths and suits, the copes, and a few other items; and secondly, other 
vestments, more altar-cloths and frontlets, and a miscellaneous collection. At 
the close of the first lot are entered, ‘A Chest of Iron,’ and ‘ ix. standardes’, which 
possibly were the receptacles for most of the items that follow. 

The list does not seem to have been made in any definite order, and in four 
or five cases only are the ornaments that formed a suit or set grouped together. 
There is also an absence of details. Thus the vestment and pair of tunicles for 
the priest, deacon, and subdeacon must also, as was usual, have included the 
amices and albes with their apparels, the girdles, and the stoles and fanons, 
none of which is otherwise noted. Most of the suits had one or more copes 
belonging, in several cases three, and in one case four, and a few had altar-cloths 
to match. They were mostly of rich materials: cloth of gold or tissue, bawdekyn, 
damasks, and velvet. The chief colours were white, blue, and crimson; but red, 
purple, black, and russet occur, and a single vestment of green. There is nothing 
to show how the colours were used, but ‘ ij aulter clothes of white sarcenet w* 
bloode dropys’ were evidently Lenten stuff, as were probably ‘a Curteyn of 
whyte cloth’ and a cloth or veil ‘afore the crosse of diaper’. A ‘Canapy of 
crymsyn tynsell satteyn w‘ the Dome and chalessis ’ may have been for carrying 
over the Blessed Sacrament on Corpus Christ! da}^ and there was another 
canopy of uncertain use ‘ of course white tulle w‘ garters ’. 

' Standard silver at the present time averages from as. to 25. 6</. per ounce: standard gold from 
about £2 185. or 78s. per ounce. Pure gold is £.\ 5s. per ounce. 
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Besides the vestments and altar-cloths the list contains other chapel-stuff; 

vj. Corporas; ij super altares; v Images steynid in Ijmen clothe; an Image of saint 
Margarctt all gilt; a lytle Image a colfyn; a foote clothe full of clowdes w* 
molettes in the same for the chapell; a stole of lether; an Image of o'" Lady w* 
the trinitie in hir wombe;‘ ij clothes for lectuf clothis of sylke bawdekyn; 
ij candelstickes of white boon ; and iij pair of cruettes. 

Divers books are also included: 

ij Portuous an older and a newer, an olde masse boke written, and a masse boke in 
pr^mte; ij Psalter bokcs on Reed and the lesser blake Ij'mnid; a nother psalter 
coverid w^ blake and silver clapsys; also a litle masse boke; and A Chest full of 
frenshe and englisshe bokes; 


also a further lot consisting* of 

a masse boke w* clapsys of silver; iiij masse bokes written in velom; a greate Anti- 
phoner, a legend complete, ij gra3des, and iij proccssionales; vij antiphoners; 
vj grales and xx processionales; ij half Lcgcndes; ij printid masse bokis; vij Pricke 
song bokis bounde in leder; and xij Prick song bokis. 

There is also as a final item: 

A Gospell boke w* thone syde covered w* silver and a picktur of o" Lorde in it trussid 
in a cofer wfin the college of Sudbury. 

It has already been noted that there was a pair of organs and a pair of 
portatives at Hedingham; these books are therefore further evidence that at 
times both the mass and the quire services were sung, and if confirmation be 
needed it occurs in another item: 


.\xx surples co^se w‘ iiij albys for childern for the chapell. 

Towards the end the list includes a few things that can hardly be reirarded 
as chapel-stuff; ^ 

a Case of Pypeis; xj Arrowes for a Crosse bowe and ij Crosse bowes; a pair of tables 

> The very unusual ‘ Image of o' Lady w‘ the trinitie in hir wombe ’ had its parallel in the monastical 

a merv-ejious lyvelye and bewtifull Immagc of the picture of our Ladle socalled the Lady of 
boultone, whiche picture was ntaide to open with gymeres from her breaste downdward. And w"in 
^ 1, 1 wrowghte and pictured the Intmage of our saviour [a,c], merveylou^ fl 

^ lb T bctwiat his handes a fair & latgi crucifix of chrS 

o gold, the whiche Crucifix was to be taiken fourthe every good fridaie and every man U'U 
.into It that was in y churche as that Daye. And ther atey. tvarhoin^upralre 
said immage and eveiy principall Daie the said iiiimage was opened that Lerfman u. 
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of boone; a blake furre of boge; a Jakett of blake satteyii furrid w* old boge; 
and iij slanders, ij w* angelles, and tother w‘ the blue bore of sarcenet. 

These last were evidently the long heraldic banners called standards, having 
the cross of St. George next the staff and the fly powdered with the owner’s 
badges. 

Before leaving this list we may fairly wonder that any single individual, 
however distinguished, could possess such a collection of chapel-stuff. The 
chapel in Hedingham castle cannot have been a large one, and so far as we 
know there was not any college of priests attached to it. Yet here are enough 
ornaments to furnish the vestry of a very large and rich church! Moreov^er, 
although a few of them are described as old, a good many must ha\^e been new, 
since they bore the earl’s own arms and special badges. Thus there are altar- 
cloths worked with my lord’s arms, with garters and whistles, and with garters, 
molets, and calygreyhounds; a frontlet worked with whistles, white molets, and 
chairs; and copes and vestments embroidered with calygreyhounds and garters, 
with my lord’s arms and the Howards’ quarterly, with splayed eagles bearing 
my lord’s arms; with molets in clouds and crankets; with crankets, molets, 
and garters; with calygreyhounds, molets, and clouds; with boars and garters; 
and so on. All these devices will be discussed presently. 

The list of ‘My Lordis apparelt’ is a very' short one, and it can hardly 
be supposed to represent all that he died posse.ssed of It contains only 
twenty-six items, including twelve gowns (five of black, four of crimson, and one 
each of tawny, green, and russet) of which eight were lined with fur, three 
jackets (one ‘ of gold lyned with grene sarcenet to were uppon harneis ’, another 
of green and white velvet, and the third of velvet lined with sarcenet); a black 
satin doublet, a coat of the same stuff and colour ‘furrid w* blake Cony’, and a 
tippet of black velvet ‘ furrid with martorns w* vij lopys of gold ’. The most 
valuable of these items was a gown of black ‘ tynsell satten furrid with sables ’ 
appraised at £20. 

One item, ‘ a Whistell of Ivory garnishid w* gold ’, can hardly be called an 
article of apparel, nor can a ‘ horse harnes wrought corsewise w* bokylles ’. 

Four ‘ brode yardes of fyne Russett cloth ’ and ‘ iij shredes of crymsyn velvet! 
and purple ’ were probably for mending or making things. 

The list also includes what were apparently the earl’s robes as a Knight 
of the Garter, namely, a gown of crimson velvet lined with white sarcenet, with 
a hood; and a mantle of blue velvet lined with white sarcenet; also ‘ iiij garters 
w* bokles and pendauntes of gold ’. The earl’s gold collar of the Order has 
already been noticed, as well as two other garters in the revestry at Colne 
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prioA’. His parliament robes are als(.> here, described as ‘the Rolk? of tt.lale 
furrid w* myniver of crymsyn vclveil, w* maiitell. tabbard, and circuill, and a 
bode , worlli in all The carl had likewise ‘ij Cappis of mayntenaunce’, 
but of a gold coronet to w<;ar round one or other of lliem there is not any 
mention in the inventor}^ 

Tile items, one hundred and forty-two in number, of ’Wardrop stutl'at 
Smllniry in the Friers ‘ are of very miscellaneous character. Counteqioints and 
spcr\'ci-s, traverst^s and curtains, lapei'^ and cushions, fine sheets and fustians, 
pillows and pillowl)eer.'!), featherbeds and mattressts^, with their bolsters, (|iijlt.s, 
and blankets, hangings of lapesir)' and verdure, bankers and pieces of stuff 
follow one another in bewildering confusion, as if the contents of room after 
room had been merely thrown togetlua, 

'l‘he materials are ;is varied: bawdekyn. sarcenet, tarlarin, s:itin, lawn, 
taffeta, satin of Bruges and of Cyprus, coverlets and coverings of Nonvich 
making and Biir>' work, \elvet. worsted, dornyx, and say. 'ihere were also 
hangings, etc. of tapestry, tajiestry verdure, coiinterfiat arras, and so on 

Since the dimensions are often given with the descriptions it is possible to 
realize tin* sizes of things. Some of them came Irom large rooms, such as a 
banker of old v'erdure seven yards long, and the ‘pccc of olde grenc tapistry 
w‘ my lorclcs worde and his amics and his late wiffes with moleis & clowdcs 
which was six yards long ami four deep. This formed part of a set with six 
other pieces measuring lespeetively 41. 3;. 5*, g. and (»| yards, that probably 

formed the hangings ol a hall or some such chamber.' To this set perhajis alsc> 
belonged 


a bile tapi>ett of grene w* niy lordes .Armes w* crankettes rnulcttes and blue bores, 
a Canapy of RTcnc say cnbrodcrid w* crunkettesand molcttcs vycrdes long frctigid, and 
V bankers oldc w* lambcs w‘ an old grene taj>pett w‘ molcttes and my lordcs worde in it. 

'Fhe list is vciy* .sparing of both patterns and colours, and only a few items 
are worth noting; 

a Cussheon of blue satlcyn enbroderid w' ij lylly pf)ttcs and a crown in the myddes; 
a Counterpoint of grcnc w‘ lyons ; 

£1 sperver of old su\'e w* the sonne bcames; 

an old tapctl of tupistiy w‘ a lyon in the neither ende cting of a best; 
a tap\lt of tapistry w* saint george in the myddes; 
a Counteqwint of nnykomes iuid a grj-ffyn, and 
ij tapittes of olde tapistry verdure w* shepe and she|mrdes. 


• If the first piece hunj; at the back of a dais. tJic 6^ vTJrdsal the opposite cml of the room the 
two 3J yanls .at the ends of the thus, and the 8 yards, and the 4I yards with the yards, along the sides 
they would ju<.i cover the walls of a hall about 35 fet'l long and so feel wide. ’ 
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Pcrliaps the most interestins;: item is *a taj)ett of t})e dome acciistumed to 
be over the hiqfh milterpresumably of the eaii’s chapel in Iledinghara castle, 
containing: in Icnjjth and breadth 28 ‘flemisshe sticlcis’. 

There may also be noted: 

to litlc fiirres of Otter to lyc on a UaJ, 

ij panys of old Reddc furrid with iiiyiiivcr olde, and 

a eheir coverid w' old crymsyn velvet W fringes ol gold and silkc, 

'nm last section in the inventor)’, a list of ‘Stuff at Colchester \v‘in saint 
John is Abbey*, is in marketl contrast to that of the wardrobe stuff inasmuch 
as almost every one of the fifty-six items is more or less dirstaibed. With one 
or two c-xceptions, the list is rnaiJe up of tapets, bed-hangings and c<n’erings, 
cushions, and carpets. 

The tapets were evidently .sets of hangings : seven being of counterfeit arras 
with ‘morions' or blackamoors, six of tapestry with chairs and whistles, three 
were old tapets with lilypots, four had for device the nine orders of angels, 
aiul another four the story of Horsenna and Cleoda (Cloclia), A single tapet 
which was ‘olde and sore worciC rcpresenierl ‘the viij valiauntcs’. 

The descriptions of the bod-hangings and coverings conjure to the miiul 
many nuaint and pretty things, such as a celer and a tester of red .satin 
‘ \v‘ a lyon driving a Whilebarowc a quilt of red sarcenet with my lord’s arms 
in it, a counterpoint of blue bnwdekyn with trees of gold and white greyhounds, 
a cclerand a tester of counterfeit anas ‘after thistr)ry of David*, and another 
of ‘thistory of Kvmg *\lcxander*, and a third of blue counterfeit arras of the 
passion of Our Lord and the salutation of Our Lady with a counterpoint of the 
assumj ition of our Lady. There is also another desiTibed as 

a litle Colour and a testour of white cloth of gold of Ixiwdckyn and a counlerpT)int of 
^ the same / iij Curteyns of siirccnett panid white and grene that was for his ryding 
bed and iiij ajigellcs gilt uppon tymber. 

Quite a pretty picture is here given us of the carl's travelling bed and the angel 
guardians that decorated its canopy. 

Of cushions there arc two lots separai<.-<l by an enumeration of the carpets. 
'I'he first lot was of little value, but the cu.shions in the second group were of 
rich materials like cloth of gold and tissue, gold bawdekyn, and crimson and 
purple velvet embroidered with heraldic devices such as scallop shells, caly- 
greyhounds, and crankets; while a long cushion of i>uq>le velvet was embroidered 
*w‘ a target of my lordes arroes and my ladies'. Six cushions of counterfeit 
arras bore * Nabugodonisour is storyand three square cushions arc respectively 
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desrribetl ;ls ‘of Rd)()n lacrs red and tawny stripid \v*gold ,‘of Rebound laces 
white and jjrene', and of ‘laces RclK.»uri Red and youloo’. 

The carpets were nearly all heraldic in decoration. The first had *a blue 
bore in hit^ the second was *a greate carpit w* Rosys in hit with a garter , the 
ihinl was likewise*a great carpit the grounde red with molcttes garteis and 
crankittes'. There was ‘a nother carpit with this<‘ vvordcs therein/// domino 
amJido\ and a fifth that had the sjime words and 'diverse knottes . A new 
carpet also had ‘diverse knottes and redde Rosys therin and an old car]>et 
belonging to the closet ‘Rcddc Rosys and Whyte . Vet another carpet had a 
ground of carnation and red with little knots in it, while another was ot yellow 



F<g-1. Seal wf John ilc Vcfi* carl of Oxford, 1464. 


with red and white roses, and the last in the list had ‘a Iraylc of grene and the 
grounde of Purple 

Reference has constantly been made rill tlirough the foregoing analysis of 
the earl of CJxfonl's testament and inventory to the decorative use of his 
and badges. These throw such light on many of the ornaments and articles 
described that it will be well to discuss them in detail. 

First as to the earl’s arms. These were primarily those of Veer, quarterly 
guks and gold Tuith a silver mokt in the quarter^ as shown on the .scjtl (fig. i), 
which he had made probably on his acce^.sion to the earldom, ^ince it appears 
on a deed of i.i6f>.* The Veer arms apparently were displayed by themselves 
on many of the objects noted in the inventor}'. 

‘ BHi. Mus., 1 larky charter 57. c. ix. Tljis has for counterseal a signet of the earl bearing his 
badge of the calygreyh'ound. Another iropression of ilils signet is used to seal another deed of the 
same year (1466), Addl. Charter 30,421. 
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But the earl also quartered with his own arms those of his mother, Elizabeth 
daughter of Sir John Howard and sito jure baroness Plaiz, gules a bend and six 
crossletsJitchy silver, as appears by a seal (fig. 2) that must have been made for 
him shortly after his mother’s death,* and a much later and coarser seal which 
probably dates from the restoration of the earldom in 1485 (fig. 3). Mention of 
‘ my Lord’s arms and the Howards’ ’, generally quartered, likewise occur fre¬ 
quently throughout the inventory. 

There are also constant references to the earl’s arms in conjunction with 
those of ‘his late wififes’, or ‘my old ladies’, or ‘my Ladyes that dede is’, as she 
is variously described. This was his first wife, Margaret daughter and heir of 


Fig. 2. Seal of John de Veer earl of Oxford, 
made after his mother’s death. 


Fig. 3. Seal of John de Veer earl of Oxford, 
made probably in 1485. 




Richard Nevill earl of Salisbury, who was married to him about 1465 and died 
in 1489, Her arms were those of Montagu and Monthermer quarterly, quar¬ 
tered with Nevill {^gulcs a saltire silver with a label of Beaufort). These arms, 
impaled or departed by the earl with his own, are described several times in the 
inv'^entory as being within the garter and surmounted by his helm. Now the 
earl was not elected Knight of the Garter until i486, consequently all the 
numerous ornaments and pieces of plate ornamented with garters or with arms 
within the garter must have been made after that year; or in other words, 
directly the earl had once more become a wealthy man through the restoration 
of all his honours and estates after his attainder. 

' A fine and perfect impression is appended to Brit. Mus. Addl. Charter 989 of the year 1496, 
while Addl. Chr. 16,572 of the j'ear 1509 has a fragment of the same seal. 
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Th«rc are :iIso a few things that may have been made shortly before his 
deaths since apparently they bore the anns, azure bend, quartering sihff.r 

it saltire engrailed gules (for 1 iptolt), of his second wile Hlizabetii Scrope, w u)rn 
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Fig. i. List of the badges of Joim dc Veer carl of Oxford ifromTillotson’s MS.), 


he wedded after 1507. For example, a cushion with a Uirget of my lord’s arrhs 
and my lady’.s. and a little flat cup of gold having * my Lordcs armies and my 
Ladies in thetoppeof the cover'; but possibly, after all, the arms were those of 
‘my Lady that dede is’. 

The cvi<ien<’e of the making of things new .aHordc-d by the arms is likewise 
confirmed by the numerous badges used by the carl. 
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Of Ihese an intci'csting list is given by William Tillotson in his little 
manuscript volume of Heraldic (..olicctions, with the date 1594. now in the 
Society’s T.ibrary* (Hg. 4). 

I'he first seven of these badges, perhaps those actually seen anti tlesttribed 
by rillolsi'ui and removed from the ruinous buildings of the castle, are also to 
l*e seen over the west window of Castle I ledingham church, where they may 
have been put during a repair of the tower in 1616. They arc, however, in diftcrent 
order: (1) whistle and chain, (2) screw-jack, (3) molct, (4) boar under oak-tree, 
(j;) ox in a ford, (6) chair of estate, (7) eagle with a man's face (one-half lost). 

Of these the first in Tillotson’s list, the molct or five-pointtnl star, here dis¬ 
played upon a scutcheon, is the well-known device 
in the Veer arms, and is to b«.* tnel with all over 
Essex and Suft’olk. wherever the earls of Oxford 
had influence. It is described many times in the 
inventor)' as accompanied by clouds, but nu pic¬ 
torial representation of this is known to me. 

W^ith the molct is often as-sociated the next 
badge on the list, the l)luc boar-pig. here ‘under 
an oken tree', that figures from an early date 
iis the punning-tlevice or rre.sl of the \'ccrs. from 
its Latin name of verres and the (.)ld-French 
form ver. 

The ‘maryner’s whistell w"' a duble chayne' 
has already been noted in conne.xion with the gold 
badge of the earl’s officeof high admiral of England 
which figures in the list of his eflects. 

'Fhe fourth badge in the list Ls a winding- 
machine of some kind, encircled by the garter and 
charge-d with a molet; Tillotson gives a rough 
drawing and merely calls it un devis. This is almost 

certainly the object so often described in the invcntoiy as a cranket, ox cranequiu 
as it was called in France, defined by Littrt: iva an instrument which soldiers used 
to stretchcrossbows(/// 5 //'///«c/// do/d Ics so/da/sse senmientpour tendre lesarhiUtc^ 
On the Castle I Icdingham church tower the cranket is not unlike a coffee-mill, but 
on the south door of Lavenham church (fig, 5) it takes the form of a long rod with 
a hook for suspension at the top and a double hook for the crossbow at the foot, 
and having the inner edge serrated throughout with a ratcheted handle that could 



Fif. 5 Cranket xnd boar-pig badge 
of tJjc Veers, iroin the south door ol 
Lavenham church in SutTuIk. 
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he move^l up or down. In front is a boar-pij;»f charged on Ihe shoulder with 
a molct. 

The bull, as Tillotson calls it, appears on the church tower as an ox cros.sing 
a A^r^/with a scroll above lettered ai>i)arently rii. In other words, it is a rebus 
on the earl s title, but dots not (K;cur either in the teslanieni or the inventory. 

'rhe chair of c.stalc, whicli comes next, is symljolical of the carls hereditary 
ofticc of great chamberlain. It is many limes re|)rcscntcd in the clerestory 
windows of Lavenham church, and is repeatedly noted as an ornamental dervice 
<.)n objects enumerated in the inventory. 

‘fhe next badge is th^scribed in the inventory as a splayed eagle with an 
angel's face, and by ’l illotson as‘an angel or cherub w‘ mans face Ic wingf 
display’d cigic Icggf 6c clawes in ceo in my lieu une molct 5 psIt may have 
been, therefore, the fabuIou.s creature known as thf siren or the harpy. If so, it 
was p(.)ssibly atloptcd as a badge by the carl by rrtason of its reputed association 
with mariners. Rut it has lH‘en suggested to me by the Rev. E. E. Dorling that 
an eagle with a man’s fac** may actually be the emblem of St. John Evangelist 
in a form occasionally found, as for instance in a chancel w indow in Nettlcstead 
church, Kent. In tliat rase the b;idge would allude to the carls name.' 

The last badge in Tillotson’s li.st Is de.scribed by him a.s ‘an antelop seyant 
gardant fore parte lcgg€ 6c clawesof an eigle hinder part Icggc and feet of an 
oxeThis is olwiously the same beast as the pair that arc shown upon all 
three of the carl's seals as .supporters of his boar-crcsted helm; it is also tlie 
(kwice of one of his signets as early as i.|66. But the beast is not an antelope, 
and am lx; more accurately described as having the head of a wild cat with an 
upright ]>air of horns curiously tufted or .sprouting; a tufted body with the hind 
limbs and tufted tail of a lion or poodle; and fore limbs ending in bird’s or 
dragon’s claws. On all the seals, but not on the sign<;t, the beast has around 
the neck a Jewelled collar from which hangs a chain ending in a ring. 

I his strange ciuature is (juite unknown in the herahlic menagerie, and 
Mr. Cl. C. Druce tells me that noUiing like it is to be found in the bestiaries. 
What thv;n L it to lx* called ^ 

By a .simi)le proces.s of exhaustion all the carl’s known badges have been 
accounted for save one, namely the calygreyhound which is so frequently men¬ 
tioned in both testament and inventory. This beast i.s as elusive as the other 
creature's name, and he is not to be found in any dictionary^ glo.ssary, or other 
source of information known to me. (.)n the other hand, there is no mention in 
te.stamcnl or inventory of any beast answering to the description of that shown 

* h was used by the ftHoentb carl as one of his supportens, and is finely sIiohti on his monumental 
stab of black marble in Castle Ilerhngliam churdi {^itr/iaeolo/{unl Journal, xvlii, facing p. 89). 
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on the earls seals. 1 venture therefore to submit tRat this is the eaiygrcyhound 
wc are in search of,' It is true that he in no way reseml)h:s a greyhound, but 
perhaps the unknown prefix culy when interpreted will explain this. There i.s 
no hint in the inventor}' as to his colour, but as he is dc^ribed as appearing 
indiscriminately on grounds of blue, crimson, purple, and green, he w^is perchance 
a white or silvery creature, maybe with golden horns. 

From its frequent mention in the inventory the ever bcautifid and popular 
flower 3:alled the columbine seems to have been another device used by the carl 
a.s a mark for some of his silver, as an ornament of many.pieces of plat»i, and the 
subject of a magnificent livery collar. Basons chased with suns and wreatlis of 
columbines, and bowls with suns in the bottom and my lord’s arms on the 
cover, arc items from the inventoiy that suggest another device, but neither the 
columbine nor the sun is otherwise known to be associated with the Veers. 

' The same beast appears on the rrtonument at Castle lietiingham of llif llficcnlb earl os 
his sinister suppurter. 
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LAST TESTAMENT OF JOHN 


DE VEER, TiiiRiLENTii E\tti or Ov'fokd, 


lOTH APRtl., 1509.^ 


I s I)i-i Noiiiiiih Amen. I John <le Veer Erie of Oxinford beyng in goode. hclilm and pfeyl 
niymlc noi grevid vexed troubled nor diseastd wiili any bodily syknes knowyng and consideryng 
well thuncertcynlie and \’nslablcs of this wrc.ichid lyfc Anil that there is nothing so cerleyne 
to .any watnrr in this worlde lyving as is the deptuS from the Jiame And natheless nulhing soo 
vneertayft as the tyme .and howre ihemf Ordeync ainl make this my present Testament the 
x'** day of ApnII the yere of our Lord God m' v' and n) ne and in the xxiiii*'* yere of the Rcigne 
of King Henry the vij’^ in manerand fo'ine ensuyng vidett h'irst I gevc and iK’ijuetlic my Soule 
to tliinfynitie iSlcy of Almighty Code ^lakcr aiid Redcmer therof/ to the nuvist blessid and 
glorious Virg)-!! oure Lady Seynt Mary Seym John Rapt 1 st SeyiU John lhev"ngcHsl .Scynt 
Antony Seynt George and to ;dl the holy Comi>any of llcvcn And my Kaly to 1 >c buried tofore 
the I lighe Aulter of our Lady Chapell in the Priory of Colne in the Countie of Essex in a tombe 
whicbe I have made and ordeyned for me and Maigarct my late wif where she nowc lietli buried 
My iKicly thidcr to l*e broujjhl according to my degre And I renounce and revoke by ibis my 
Twmmet all other former Testamenw br^intstt and l^des by me made lofore the date for- 
said hurtherly 1 woll that all my dettt sufficiently proved to lie due by any wrilling or otherwise 
and by me owyng to any psone lie tnicly ami iluely contcnild and paid. And in likewise I woll 
that vnto all psones ducly and suffidently proving that I have injuried or wronged iheym or 
taken .my gootR of ibeym agaynst reason and goode Conscience be made recomi>ense and 
restituCon as fare as my goodtf may extend or siretchc oretlC as myn Executours may entreat 
Ihcym for the discharge of my Cdsdgce Itni I berpielh to the figure at Walsinghm of ouB gocnle 
and blissed I^tly mvfi eagle of guide displaied and garnysshid Itm 1 lictpicih in thonour of 
the Holy and blissed Kyng Matdim and MartjT Sejmt Edmond to his Monastery at Bury my 
best holesule of Vestmentt of clothe off goldeof tissue vidclz for preeste DecOn and Subdec5n 
Ilib 1 woll and reijuyre myn Executes that they as hastly aftir my depture as they can or may 
prox'ide shall cause M‘ M*. masscz of Reejuiem to be satde and song for my Soule by PrccslC 
m maiv* and fo'me folowdng videlicet. EQy FrccB beyng a Freest and abiding in any of the houses 
of the niackc Freert in Cambridge/the blakcFrcerf of Oxford/and the Whit FreerC of Lyne 
whicbe houses of freerf lx* of the foundadon of mtm Auncesters And also the Breihe?n of the 
Charterhouse at London Shene and SjT>n Ixiyng Preestt And also ciiy Monke chanon) ami dJs' 
other reltgioiif. psone bejmg a Freest and abiding w'in any house of Religion of tltc foundacitm 
of any of myn Aunccsicrs shall syng and say Placebo Dirige & Comendaeons And v. of the said 
M' M' Massez And hauc of my good? by lliand€ of myn Exceuto's iij' iiij'* for his labour 
And also eSy other freer Monke Chanoii .Vnehorite .and eiJy other imm of Religion beyiur a 
Preeste w‘ln any house of Religion whatsoeS it be in any of the Shires off Norffolke Suffolke 
and Essex shall syng and say Placebo Dirige and C6menda&ns and three Massez pc.ell of the 

' Prerugative Coutt of Cautcrbuiy, 11 Fdtiplacc- 
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Residewe of the said M‘ M' Massez assone as it may be done And to haue for his labour xviij''. 
And if all thesaide massez in fo'’me above written to be saide and songe extend not to the full 
nombr of M' M' massez. Than I woll that suche discrete and well disposid Preest€ as myn Executo'^s 
shall seme moost expedient aswell Regulars as Seculars shall syng and saye the Residue of the 
same massis to the full nomber of M‘ M* massis And to have for their labour viij** ffor euly 
Masse Placebo Dirige and Comendacons Also I woll that the Monkf of the Priory of Colne for- 
saide whiche house ys of y' foundacon of me and myn Auncesters shall eu)y day during the space 
of oon monethe nexte aftir my depture syng dirige solemply by note for my Soule in the said 
Priory And also syng oon masse of Requie daiely by Note and eQy Monke there being a Prest 
and so doing by all the saide space shalhave for his laboure and reward in that behalue x®. And 
eSy Nouice of the said house for the same tyme v’. Itm I woll ijiat myn Executos cause to be 
said for me three TrentallC of Seynt Gregory accordinge to thordre of Seynt Gregories 
trentallC in man) and fo’’me folowing videlz thoon of the iij. assone as it may be aftir my said 
burying. The Secunde assone as it may be done and said aftir my xxx“ daye And the thirde as 
sone as it may be aftir my yen's daye. And that myn Executours in anywise cause the saide iij. 
TrentalR to be said by the moost vertuous preestt that they can prouyde aswell Anchorittf as 
other And for eu)y of the saide trentalR I bequeth xij“. Also I woll that myn Executos assone 
as they may aftir my departure doo fynde iij. Secular Preest€ to sing and pray for my Soule / the 
Soules of my late wif / my wif that nowe is whan God shall call hir / my childern my Lord my 
fader& my lady my moder/my bretherii and my sustern all myn Auncestris Soules/all my friendC 
and good doers Soules and all Xpen soules in the Priory of Colne forsaid by the space of iij. 
hole yeris taking yerely for their wagC eQy of them x mrke. Also I geve and bequeth to the 
Prio’’ and Covent of Colne Priory and to their Successours to thonour of Almighty God And to 
the entent that Divine s’vice hereafter shalbe the more reQently mynestrid there of thorna- 
mentt and Jewellt pteynyng to my Chapell thies pcelR folowing videlz. oon hole sute of Vest- 
mentt for Preestf Deacon and Subdeacon of blake Velwet powderid with gartert flowrys and 
molletl€. and orfraid w* rede velwet And iij. Copis of blake saten figury vpon tawny grounde/ and 
oon Cope of blake velwet purled Itm ij. Aulter clothes of Whit damaske embrowderid and myn 
Amies in diulse partf of the same w' a frontlett of the same wrought in the stole paly w* many 
Werk€ And a pece of rede clothe of golde of tissue at eu)y ende therof. Itm a Cope of Clothe 
of Bawdkyn White orfreid w* blewe clothe of gold Itm ij. Copis of Crymsen Velwett powdrid 
w' ffire yrongf thorfreis powdrid w‘ aungellt and molettf. Itm ij Copis of crymsen clothe of golde 
w* a Monke on the hede If my Second portues in the whiche the g“untt of thoffice of the 
Great Chamberleynship of England made in tyme passid vnto Awbry de Veer Erie of O.xinford 
myn auncester is written in thende It ij. great Candilstickf of silu) pcell gilte chased weying ciiij 
vnc€. It a Senso*^ of silV w‘ liepardC fact weying xxvij vncf. di: It a Booke callid a Cowcher. 
Itm A Crosse w‘out Mary and John of silu) anneled on bothe sidC w‘ theu^ngelist^ weying Ixiij. 
vnct. Itm a paxbrede sil3 and gilte w‘ an Aungell in the mydd€ vndera glas holding a Vernacle 
weying xvj vncC iij q"rters. Itm a chalice written aboute the boll Laudemus et supexaltemus eum 
in seta, weying xxij vnef. Itm A Monstraunce of Buratl for Reliquys the fote and the co 3 yng 
therof silu) and gilt w‘ Seynt Anne hauyng o*^ Lady in hir Armys weying xix vnef. Itm another 
lower Monstraunce w* a buratt in the tope of y' coQyng and Seynt Margaret in the Botom 
Weying ix. vncC iij q"rters Itm An Aungell silu) and gilt Bering Reliquys Weying xvj vncC Itm 
I geve and bequeth vnto thapparellyng of the Chapell of oure lady in the said Priory of Colne 
where my tombe and the tombes of myn Auncestres and frendt tofore rehersid be nowe and 
herafter shalbe made of the ornament^ and pcelR now vsed belonging to my Chapell in my 
clossett viz. A Chalice of silu) and gilte w‘ the Trinitie in the Patent And in the foot of the 
Crucifixe w' Mary & John And this Scripture folowing aboute the boll Calicem salutaris accipia 
weying xvij vnef iij qfters Itm ij. small Candilstick? of siliJ the borders gilt weying xxvj vncC 
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iij qrts Itm ij. small basons of sil 3 and well gilt enbosed w‘ a ScriptuB aboute the borders 
weying xxij. vnct iij qrts Itm A paxbrede of Siia gilt and enamelid w‘ a Crucifixe Mary and 
John sett theryn weying vj vnc€ j qrtr Itm ij. Cruett€ Siiu) and gilt the borders with molettt 
graven on the liddez of theym weying v vncF Itm A Masse booke w‘ thies wordf in the begyn- 
nyng of the Secunde leff / post aspsione aque dicat sacerdos Itm ij aulter clothes of Whit 
Sarcynet sett w‘ llowris garters and molettf on theym and a pane in the uppare clothe of Chekred 
saten figury w‘ a Crucifix Mary and John sett theruppon/and on the nether clothe an Image of 
our lady. Itm a payre of VestmentC of Whit clothe of gold of Tissue. Itm a payre of vestmentf 
of crymsen saten w‘ orfreis of blew velwett garnesshid Itm a payre of vestmenlt of crymsen 
Clothe of Bawdekyn w‘ a orfrey of neduTl warke / and on the bake of the offrey a pellicane & 
an Image of ouB Lady. Itm ij. frontletl€ of diQse sort? Itm iij. Corporasis w‘ the Cassis therunto. 
Itm iiij. aulter clothes of lynnen to ley upon ihaulters Itm ij aulters clothes of blake clothe of 
golde Itm I geve and bequethe to the Highe Aulter of the Churche and Priory of Colne forsaid 
ij aulter clothes of Russett Sarcynett powdred w* garter? and molett? and a pane in the mydd? 
of crymsen clothe of Bawdekyn Item I geve and bequeth to the said Highe Aulter of the 
Church & Priory of Colne forsaid my Crosse w‘ the foot silu) and gilte / the whiche is 
accustomed to stande vpon the aulter in my Closset weying Ixix vnc? Itm I geve and bequeth to 
the Priory and Covent of Colne forsaid and to their Successours tothuse and profile of the same 
place and to thentent they shall the more hertely and more devoutly pray for me a stonding 
cupe silQ and gilte w‘ a flowre in the botom whiche is my daiely cupe weying xx vnc? di. Itm a 
great standing salt sixe square silul and gilt w' a cou)e pounced w‘ Vynes weying xxxix vnc? di. Itm 
I woll that they have the basson and ewre Silul and pcett? gilt that is accustomed to be caried 
w' me weying iiij" viij vnc?. And that theis goodes foriflly by me to the said Prio’’ and Covent 
yeven/be vnto theym deliuled by endenture triptite /thoon part w‘ theym to remayn / the secund 
w‘ myn Executos/and the iij'*' to be deliuled by myn Executo'^s vnto myn heire at his full age / 
And that vpon the deliule of the said stuff Juell? and plate. The Prior for the tyme beyng shall 
make a solempne othe that he during the tyme that he shalbe Prio’’ there shall not enbesell sell 
nor putt away any of the said stuffe juell? or plate but the same alwayes to remayne and con- 
tynue in the saide house to thuse above expressid. And that euly prio"^ that hereaft'^ shalbe 
electe and chosen to be Prio''there shall vpon his Stallacon view and see the said stuffe. Jewell? 
and plate and to make a like solempne othe for the goode keping and orderyng of the same 
according to thentent tofore specified. Itm I geve and bequeth to the Belfray of the Church 
and Priory of Colne forsaid xx li toward? the bielding of the same Itm I geve and bequeth to 
the Monastery of Seynt John at Coilchester my ij. copis of crymsen clothe of gold of Luk?. Itm 
I geve and bequeth to the Cathedrall Churche of Seynt John of Amyas in Picardy my best 
Image of ouB Lady beyng in my clossett And myn Image of Seynt John Baptiste silul and gilt 
weying bolhe togider Cl vnc? Itm I geve and bequeth to the Abbey of Woburn in the Countie 
of Bukk.' wherof I am Founder myn Image of Seynt Andrew silQ and crih accustomed to 
stonde in my Chapell weying Ixvj vnc?. Itm I geve and bequeth to the Blake Freer? of 
Cambridge myn Image of Seynt Peter Silul and gilt accustomed to stonde in my said Chapell 
weying Iviij vnc? di. Ifm I geve and bequeth to the Priory of Hatfeld Broodooke myn Image 
of Seynt James silul and gilt accustomed to stonde in my forsaid Chapell weying Ixiiij vnc? 
Itm I geve and bequeth to the Nunry of Brosyerde in y' Coulie of Suff. toward? The amende- 
ment and repacons of the saide house xx'‘ m?k? Itm I woll that euly house of Religion * hereafter 

’ Woburn is actually in Bedfordshire. 

* The houses of religion referred to by the earl, with their reputed founders and dates of 
foundation, were: Woburn Abbey (Beds.), Hugh Bolebec, 1145; Stratford Langthorne (Middlesex) 
William de Montfitchet, 1135 (or the nunnery at Stratford-at-Bow, also in Middlesex); Hatfield 
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ensuyng beyng of the Foundacon of myn Auncestres aswell men as women viz. the houses of 
Wobourne Stratford Hatfeld Broodooke The Blake Freers of Oxford and Cambridge the House 
of Seynt Osithe/the Nunes of Swaffeh'^m Hedingh“m Ikelton The houses of Threnmall Blake- 
bourghe and Bromhill the Whit freerC of Lyne and the Houses of Blakamore Roiston Mendh“m 
and Hempton And also suche pisshe churches where I have Mane's land€ and tent€: Shalhave 
a reward of the stuff of my Chapell by the discrecion of myn Executo''s And if suche stuffe as 
remayneth in my saide Chapell will not suffise therunto I than will that suche of the said 
houses for whom it shall lake shalbe provided by my saide Executo''s and deliuled to thentent 
they shall the more hertly and devoutly praye for the Soules of me / my wifl'€ and my childern 
my lorde my fader my lady my moder/my brethern andsustern and all myn Auncestres Soules 
and the Soules of all suche psones that in any wise I am bounden and have cause to praye for 
And that euly house of my foundacion forseid at suche tyme as they shall doo Exequyes for me 
my wifff my childern my Lord my fader my lady my moder and other as is tofore rehersid shall 
fynde. v. tapers aboutC myn herse to bren there during the tyme of the same exequyes And all 
those that shall have busynes aboutf my same Exequies to haue for their labours by the 
discrecion of myn Executo’'s Itm I bequeth unto myn olde frende S*^ Thomas Lovell Knyght a 
Salt of Silu) and gilt w‘ a perle in the tope weying xxv. vnct. Itm I geve and bequeth vnto my 
moost loving wif of thornaments and JuelR pteynyng to my Chapell thies pcelR folowing viz 
.ij. aulter clothes of blew clothe of golde lyned w* blew bokeram Itm a hole sute of Vestment^ of 
the same stuffe thoon of theym orfraid with Crymsen velwet sett w‘ fyne flowris of gold 
enbrodred w’ a Ragge Staffe in the fote of eu)y flowre And thoder orfraid w' crymsen saten 
figury w‘ flowres of gold woven in the same Itm iij. Copis of like stuffe and according w‘ the 
said vestment^ Itm a vestment of crymsen velwett vpon velwet orfraid w* Whit damaske w‘ 
flowres of gold woven theryn. Itm a vestment of White damaske orfraid w‘ purpill velwett sett 
w‘ garters. It A Vestment of crymsen clothe of Bawdekyn. It ij. aulter clothes Crymsen vehvett 
vpon velwet sett w‘ water flowres Itm vj. aulter clothes of lynnen halowed to ley vpon aulters It 
ij. curteyns of Rede Sarcynett Itm A crosse w‘ a playn fote garneshid with vij stones w* a vice to 
open and to put in a pece of the holy crosse weyng xxxvj vncf iij qrters Ifm A payre of Candil- 
stikkt of silu) and gilt w* Shankf pounced weying Iviij vnc€ Itm a Sensour of sil 3 and pcell gilt 
w* libardt fact weying xxvij vnct. Itm A greate Chalice w‘ a patible Mary and John in the fote 
and written aboute the boll Hie est enim Calix novi testamenti weying xxxj vncC Itm another 
Chalice parcell gilt in the patent wherof Jims is made in a knott weying xij vncC di. Itm A holy- 
water stocke of silQ w* a sprynkell which is accustomed to hang in my closett weying xxiiij vnet 
iij qrters Ifm ij Imagt of silO & gilte thoon of o'" Lady and thoder of Seynt John Eu^ngelist that 
be accustomed to stande upon the Highe aulter weying togider vj” & xviij vnet Itm ij. Saitt 
of SiliJ and gilt w‘ a coQe daiely accustomed at my borde weying togider xxvj vnet Itm my 

Broadoak Priory (Essex), Aubrey de Veer, c. 1135; Oxford Blackfriars, Isabel Bolebec, widow of 
Robert earl of Oxford, 1221; Cambridge Blackfriars, Alice widow of Robert earl of Oxford, before 
1275; St. Osithe’s Abbey (Essex), Richard bishop of London, temp. Hen. I; Swaflfham Bulbeck 
Nunnery (Cambs.), a Bolebec, late twelfth century'; Hedingham Nunnery (Essex), Aubrey de Veer, 
late twelfth century; Ickleton Nunnery (Cambs.), ? Aubrey de Veer, 1190; Thremhale Priory (Essex), 
Gilbert de Montfitchet, mid twelfth century; Blackborough Nunneiy (Norfolk), Roger de Scales, 
c. 1150; Bromehill Priory (Norfolk), Hugh de Plaiz, c. 1224; Lynn Whitefriars (Norfolk), Lord Bar- 
dolf, temp. Hen. Ill; Blackmore Priory (Essex), John de Sandford, late twelfth century; Royston 
Priory (Herts.), Ralph of Rochester, c. 1184; Medmenham Abbey (Bucks.), Hugh Bolebec, c. 1200; 
Hempton Priory (Norfolk), Roger de Sancto Martino, temp. Hen. 1 . 

Colne Priory (Essex) was founded by Godfrey de Veer about 1100; and St. John’s Abbey at 
Colchester by Eudo called Dapifer, temp. Hen. I. 
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best ij. cruett€ with spowttf like dragons silu) and gilt weying togider xxviij vnc€ di. Item my 
Secunde Antiphon) Itm ij grayles oon of the best another of the worst Itm iij processioners 
Itm A legend complett Itm I geve and bequeth vnto hir of my plate pteynyng to my household 
thies pcellt folowing viz. A Spice plate stonding gilt and w'out a coQle weyng Ixvj vnct It a 
stonding cupe w'out a cou) silQ and gilt w' cheverons having myn armys in the botom w'eying 
xx.w vnc€ Itm another stonding cup gilt and enameled w' blew' Trulovys in the botom weying 
xxvj vncet. Itm a stonding cup gilt w' a broken flowre in the botom enameled w' blew weying 
xxxj vncet. Itm ij. potell polt€ gilt and chasid weying viij”. iij. vncf di. Itm. ij. playn White 
pottf of Silul w' molettC in the coffryng weying vij“ & xiij vnct Itml .vj. bollC w' a cou) pcell 
gilt w' myh armys in the botom weyng injiij unc€ di. Itm a Salt of berall stonding w' an ymage 
of a Morion vnder the Berall bering up the Salt w' a coQe Silu) and gilt weying xxxv unct j 
q“rter. Itm a playn standing salt w'oute a coQ the Swagt gilt weyng ix vncC di. Itm another 
lyke Salt weying ix vnc€ j q?t Itm a payre of basons couered gilt w' a Scochion of myn Arm5 s 
and my late wift armys deptid in the botom of the same weying Cxvj vnc€ Itm ij. basons of 
silu) chasid and eche other chace gilt w' baynes weying Cxj vnc€ Itm ij ewers w' brode botoms 
weying togider liiij vnct. Itm ij playn Candilstikkt of siliJ pcell gilt w' brochis for wax 
weyng xxviij uncC- Itm a greate candelsticke w' a nose and broche pcell gilt w'eying xviij 
vnc€ j q?t Itm vj gilt spony's w' Rounde knoppis vpon thend€ weying vij vnct. Itm xij spony's 
not gilt Aveying .xvij. vnc€ di. Itm I geve and bequth to my said w'if w'out dymynucon 
or restraynt all maner appareill to her psone aswell clothe as sylkt and almaiil of cheynes 
ryngf girdellt devic€ bed€ broochis owchis precious stones and all other things beyng 
pcell of hir appareill what soeQ they be Itm I give and bequeth vnto hir of thapparell and 
stuff of my household & chambres thies pcells folowing viz. A celo" A testo" and a Counter- 
poynt of clothe of Bawdeky'n crymsen and grene w' ly'ons of golde w' iij curteyns and a travers 
of sarcynett and a Counterpoynt of grene tapestrie w' an Aungell in the middC The hangyng of 
grene taj^estrie of my' de\ic€ which §ueth for the Hall Also a cupbordeclothe a tapet vnder 
the wymdow and a carpet Em a spervo"^ off grene clothe of gold of Bawdekym the curteyns 
therof of greene tartron If a Contpoymt of grene verdure A carpet and a cupbordclothe 
accoustumed to be in my lodgyng chamber at Hedinghfh w' the grene hanging of tapestrie of 
my device acoustumed in my said lodging chambr at Hedinghm Itm ij. pect of Rede Say a 
travars of silke accustomed to be in the gentitt womenys chambB at Hedinghm .v. pecC of Rede 
Say and a. carpet pteynyng to my said wifC closset theB. Itm ij pece of Rede Worstede vsed to 
be m the VVydraught of my Chambr there It a celo' and a testo^ of Bawdekyn w' burdt of gold 
iij curteyns of grene The Counterpoynt and all the tappettC of the History of Grissell a 
cupbordclothe and a carpett vsid to lye in my Chambr callid the Kyngt Chambr at Hedinghm 
w' all materassys and pa.lettf for to lye vnder beddt lying in any of the said Chambres there 
iwif ^ ^ coimterpoynt of White and rede verdure paly w' tapett€ of the same for 

all the Chambr Itm a great Carpet to lye vnd) A borde and a carpet for a cupbordeclothe If a 
Spai^o of blfv dothe of go d of Bawdekyn w' iij. curteyns White and blew tartron Ifm I geve 
and bequeth to hir beside all the pmjssez iij payre of fyne shett and x payre of courg shett€ xij. 
paire of shej:tt for s v nt€ iij paire of fustmns viij paire of blankett€ viij coQlettt xij federbedd€ w' 
the 1 ransoms and xy pilowes Itm m Stuffe of the Kechyn besidt the pmissez a newe garnyshe of 
pewter vessell and iij prnyshe of household pewter vessell oQ and besidt hir owne. Itm a brasse 
pottplled a Standard another brasse pott of v galons/ another pott of iij galons and a halff ij. 
pose ettf mij. pan« ij. brochis Sppe ij Rounde and ij brochis for bird€ .ij. Rack€ of yron a 
gredyron & a cawdron Itm I woll that if I haue yssue male of my body laufully begoten that 
than my same yssue maje shalhaue the goodt and juellC hereaftir ensuyng viz First myn 
mage of the Trimtie Siia and gilt / and my Crosse of gold wheryn lyeth ij. pec€ of the Ho^y 
Crosse w' the garnyshing of the same which weyeth vj« & vij vnc€ and the Crosse of gold 
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waielh xv vucf lim my licdcle of Roottt! whiche I hade by rca.son of myn Office Great 

Chamlicrln) n<;hi|) of England at the KyngC Coronjulon Also my hanging of rulius Itm a celo' 
& a icsU/of Riche Arrais ^v‘ a tumey llicrin whiche I had at Uie Coronacon of ilie Qnene / that 
dede is / by reason of my Office / It a celo' a lesto* and a Connterpoynt of Crymsen saieu 
w* my helmet and device/and a hanging for the great Chamlx-r at lledinghm of tajK’Stry jwly 
crymsen and tawny Itm a celo' a lesto* ami a Counterpoynt of Crymsen^ jsaten of Bridges 
cabrawdroil w' blew Iwrys molcllC and a pare Itm a celo' a testo'and a Coiinipoynt of Crymsen 
damaske enbrawdred w' llowres lM»ry.s and crankett€ / and ij Women fedyng a Popyngay in a 
Cadge/the celo* and a teslo^ lyned w' Canvas and the Counterpoynt lyned w' bokcram Itm ij. 
stonding nott^ sdfJ and gilt chacid w' niym .Armys and the flowardC Armys in the toppis 
weying vli)*’ iij vnet Itm a pajTe of coiied bassons gilt accustomed to V)e in my ChaiK;ll 
Weying C.xlij vncC Itm ij aidlercloihes of WHiite made and wrought by my lady nty mmler w‘ 
a frontlctt of the same wrtmghi w' myn armys. Itm a suie of vcstmentC of VVhiie for preest 
Deacon and SuWeacon Itm iij. Copes of the same colo*^ Itm ij. Censo’s of slid’ \v* the Caligrey- 
ho\mdC weyng vj“ xiij vncC & j qrt Urn my best crosse .siia ami gilt weyng Clxiiij vncC hm my 
bcste garnyshe of silii vcssell marked w* Rrikketrt \v‘ iiij ehaigcos all weying M’ CCCinj” 
viices/myn almes dishe with Swagt? gilt weying Cxivii vnef j rjrt. My cupe of ^f'ld w splaide 
Eagles and a biilace in the tope weying xUj vnc« j qrf And my greatest CandilstickC weying 
C.xxxj vnc€ iort And all Uiis same lofon- rehersid and to myn yssne male bcquelhvd t«j lie putt 
in the Monastery of Bury or in suche other place as I shall name oretts there as myn I'.x^uto^s 
or ihc more part off thevni In nombre shall thinke most convrnyent \Tidi'r sure anil saulf keping 
by theirc discrecions All whiche stulTe juellC ami (.late I woU shallKr dclified vnto my saule 
lieyre male whan he cOmyth to his lull age of xxj yere.s / and not afore/ And that it shan>e dclii^d 
vnto hym in this maS and fo’me shewing vnto hym that my veray will & myndc is that he shal 
haue tnuse of the same stuffe jiielltf and plate during his liefT And after his decesse all the 
same to remayn to theyres males of his body laufully hr goten. And If ii fortune me to lauc no 
issue male but yssuc female or fTcmalcs that then all the saide parcellt shall go to the saide heyre 
ffemale or heyres ffemales of tny bwly Liufully'bcgoicn And if there be moo jloitghtcrs than oon 
to be dttvitlcd evenly amoug^ ihcym And if it sh»ill happcA me to dye w'out any suche saide yssuc 
of my body laufully l.>cgoien or having but oonly oon Jieyre male and he to dye loforc the .saidc 
age or ellC w*oui yssuc male off hts l)ody laufully begoicn Than 1 uoll tliat the SJUtle siuffe juellC 
and plate to hym assigned as is aboue shall immediady remajm to my Nevew John \ eer sonne 
of my brodcr Sir George Veer Knyght if he than lx: on lyve and not vnder the said age oh x.xj 
yercs And my mynde t»T be expressid vnto him concnjng the remajmder ihcrof for theyres 
males of his Ixwly laufully begoien And for defuwie of suche j-ksuc male all the .same to Ix: 
deliuied vnto mv Cousyn John Veer cousin ami heyre vnto myn vnele Sir R«>bert Veer Knyght 
if he than be on lyvc And after his doth to remayn to theyres inalc.s of his Ixnly laufully 
begoien And for defawte of suche yssuc male All the same pcelK to be disposed by myn Execuios 
for the well of my Soule and the Soules alwucsaid. And on Code bihaUic dwinc my saide 
hevre male whiche siiall fornme to be of m) body bufully begoien .And also my saide nevew and 
Const n if it shall hapi^n the siuffc jiielR and plate to come to his or their handt! by reason of 
my beouesi forsaid that they will in nowyse atiemptc for to breke this my Will m asmochc 
as I of my goode mjaide hauc thus be<]uelhcd the sam! vnto hym or iheym that shall succede 
me as heyre male in' the Erledome for their hono' and cncrcasc Prouyded alwey that vpon the 
delirte of the sniil stuffc jiiellC ami plate vnto any myn heyre or heyres whiche shalhauc right 
ihcriinto by reji.son of this my s:iide bequest I will that he or they shall make a sufficient dis¬ 
charge of the same vnto myn Exeemds .iml that they promyse ami affenne to obs'ue my saide 
Will in eu)y bihalf Ami if my saide issue male nevew consyn or he vnto whom first ddiSey 
sltalbc made of the saidc pccllC doo cntemipt or breke this my psent Will Than 1 well Unit 

n ra 
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my saide llxccutoiirs sh-ill make no deliuey of tlic saide jjoodf jutllC and pl.ite but convert the 
Kime to suciie vse for the wele of my Sonic and the Soules toforc expressed as they shall 
thmke moost conyenyent km I geye and bequeth vnio my Ncc< Dorathc and Vrsula vj' mrk<. 
that IS to to either oi ihcym CCC mikt, the same tobc deliiSud vnto either of theym at their 
a^is of xxiiij- yores/or b.forc il they be maried. And if it fortune ooh of theym or boUle to 
decesse Oiforc the saulc age or mariage than that rnonev to he disiwsid by mvn execiitds for 
ihrxecucion of tins my t^usiament and of my last Will and Codicell And toward? the payment 
of the saule sixe hnn^dreth mVkf. hyoll that my Choync with the Whistell having sixe Score and 
WII Imkt wcyiiig . 1 M- xvin vnet di Ik- wide And llir Residue th.it siwll lake w l« .mide vp by 

1 ri r'i‘’'S'"' r"" und Wquelli to John nmiigluon n 

,?S hro,L;^vr'“ ' h "7'"* '"J" Uroughio.. 

s n 1 J"''" of "ly I'lnto and other 

^ Jnl'" Veer my roler of garlrrs and rede 

msts of Kohl lim I mil that mjn h.xccatos in as goodely hast as they reaimaWy may aftir 

"IS'I •" lie convayd snehe of inyjnelK plate stull/and inxldt 
moesable and snchc evidenct; of myn as shalbe tlioiiRht most coiivtnyem by iiiyn Exeoutoi or 
the more parte of ihcvra to be pnti m sure eoffers anti mcII lokked diase lokk? & keves 
^yng w in my Castell of Hedinghni at London at Wyuenhoo or any other place / vnto the 
Ab^y of Rnry or to the House of Sejmt Johns at ciilchcstre t»rellys to sX plac^ as mv 

‘ ‘Ulinkc ntost conveSv'ent to the 

entent they may have their meaiyngt ihere flbr ihorderyug and disposiedn o?X Lme 

e*e IrdT" t f''' "ly tesu.nent anJ in my Cmlicell W 

lowching the .Icmeanyng and .mlerymg of m Xndrand tJeclarac.on of the simte 

l>ryng or to be in fcoffentand? An?l ti pr?fit rof the ^ V' 

Testament and Codicell Itm I woll that nlrpart of l!te 

that I have willed vnto .S' Thomas Lovell KiXht and loX ‘ 

paid Ami ooh ycre aftir my deptnre exsoirefoX, j. L'' 

Excctilos drat il is behoue/ull ami eonuenycnl to delilie a!^ part of the t f 

yerc for sora wuse reasonable And if any iwone or psones to wl om I h!!! * " T ^ 

any thing do intrupte leu brekv or cause any part of mv Te«i tm». r :• *' bequethed 

entemipTed or hrJhen that lhan the sTme Lme or ,1^/' “if ** 

my .viiil ustament CtKiiccll nor last Will hnf that ,-{iy Veil vmii luX ' *’(''1 **>■ 

of such psonnes b«iuethcd he soldo by myn Executoum and mnlXfi' .7 " 'r' 

Also I .oil that c J man heynn ,n, s^ntj and ^ I X’r *■<=“ "f.!T S^Ie 


wx.ax.. vwic oi am nonnos uanos lonctc and trnt? of mvn #.nt...k:.. • •' ‘ * 

or ol my purchase shalliane contynue and cnioyc the some aftir dere 1" syTUple 

.md ^jfuis during theire jyves as tliey haddc of me by my lif for ihLr cuc^n " 

the same lirn I woll that all Knyght? Esquvcrsgetiiilmei and oth r m S <H:cupacon of 

certeyne Annuytics during ilieir liff? for siiche true and faithful s vice nsd?.! *'»I»poynied 

me whose names ii: the soihcs of their Annuyties arc csi>ccified in a 

as by die tide of the same Codicell it d<K:lh^pi>ere S^irnir coiX if 

said Annuytics during their lifPC of ihiwne-j and profmf of my'said Manos f 

jHit III fcollamet for thexecucion of this mv tcsianict and «»f my Cudicell nnd t 

.hut all other n.y to .horn I have- yeven errto,,, s.,n-,7of mml b, t 7 o 'p *'“! 

whose names and their soihes anncxid to their n-imcs doo also apperc in r 

by the title written abouc their names there it diKth appere Shall im lv he i 

of their said RentardC by myn Exeento-s of my goodf and pro^^^my iLTid/p?, XS 
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menl as is forsaid in suchc conven}'$t lyme as by mv same lixecutos shalbe tlioughl r<;asonal)lr. 
Um I well that if it fortune any wine or somes of* money to l>e UemaunUetl of n)>n Execute's 
fiy any psonc or psones for any mani of cause. Which by myn Exccuto's c.annot be advoided but 
that they shalbe compelled to payc or to compounde for the same And that my goodC about 
my bequestt suffice not to the contentadon therof and thissuez and profiUC of my londt 
recoSed or to Itee recoUed or putt in feofiamenl must go<> for the tyme to the saide paymenlC 
so (lemaundcxl l»y reawn whenof thcxccucon of my testam&t codicell and will for the pay- 
mentC of the same must in many thinges be putt in delay till suche tyme as tlie «;ud payinentt 
soo demaunded be paled. That than and immediatley aftir the said paymentt' so demaunded be 
made and paid All suche psones and euy of ihcym which haiie forboiirn any pfitt in the meane 
tyinc of any fee Animytic or reward or other profitt to theym or any of theym belonging by 
reason of nty sild tcst.ament Codicell or Will shalbe aunswcnxl contentid ami jtaid of their .said 
leez Annuyties reward^ and profitt€ and all iharreragt of the same in as ha.sty and reasonable 
tyme as the profited of my said lond^ may Imj receyved and gadred aftir the said demaunde be 
paid by the discredon of myn Executo's Itm 1 woll that my cousyn S' Henry* Maniey Knyght 
shalhaiic xl li in money in full recompense of suche goodC as the same S' 1 Icnry claymeth or 
may dayme in the right of his late wif the doughter of Wifohl if the same Sir Henry can make 
myn Exccuto's a laufull discharge for it .ayenst alltnanl psones orelly*s not Itm I woll that my 
best Antiphoner aftir my tlecessc Ik; deliiilctl to the Churchc of Stoknailond Itm I woll that it 
my kymtesruan Thomas Veer haiie non promocion by manage or otherwise in my lif tyme by 
my meancs that than ihc same Tliomas shalhauc ycrely iluring his lif x.x'’ mikt of ffee going out 
of my said londf and tentC whiche are (nit in fcolTament during xx" yercs next afu’r my 
rielh Also I woll that myn Execulos w‘in a qfter of a yere next aftir my decessc if it may l>e 
convcnyently done Shall pay and content my household sunlC siirhe honseholde wagt as to 
theym at that tyme shall»e tiue And also w*in the said rjfter doo c3tent and pay vnto euy of 
my'saiJ s’u'niC all suchr legacies and rewardC to my same s’u‘ntf by this my testament or by 
my Cotlicell by way of yesle' or rcwartle ys liequethcd vuto hyin And bicaus^ 1 woldc that my 
household sViu^ shohl haue reasonable tyme in proviiling of them new Maislers I woll that 
my siime s‘u»nlf or asmany of ilteym as listc to cmtivnue in my housdiold shalhaile incatc ami 
drynke there for oon hole ycre next ensuying my deth w'ouie takyng of any wa^ or other 
reward or yeste’ Saving suche as is by me foriRly appoynieil .\iul for that my said su^ni^ shuld 
cStymii; and kepe togitlre if they so lyke I woll'tliiU my household be kepte at the Priory of 
Colne by the space of oon hole yere next my «leihe Itm I woll that myn Exceulds geve 
toward^ the making of the lies of the Churchc of Lavenhih xx*‘ oS and l)csid( xx" whiche 
1 tofore have geven tt> the same Itm I wflll that my said Executes ^eve towards the bidding 
and making of the Churche of Harwich x.x" Itm I woll that if any maiier comprised w‘in this my 
testament Cotliwll or last Will he ambiguous or doutfull or if my said Execiitos for any maticr or 
cause concnyng my said testamet Cotlicdl or bste Will or for any ihinge by ihcyin to be done 
w* my good'C for the wde of my sonic hereaftir be in liiu'S^' opynions That tlvan thenter^retacoii 
ordering and doyng therof be hadde and made by the more jjart of my' said Lxecutos Ami if 
ihcB be thing by me omyltcd out of my testamet or thyng theryn lo be chatingid or thought 
necessary soo for lo bee by the nmre part of myn Kxecuiours Than I woll that the more part of 
tlieym shall doo ai»d be ordrcil iheryn as they shall seme most convenyent and necessary Aiid 
that suche doyng alteracion and ordre by thc^n si.»o Liikcn and made be as |x;ell of my siid 
testament and of as goo<le eft’ecte and as t'aiiablo as thoughe it ware by inc doon and hejrc 
expressid lint I woll that all myn Executes beyng on lyve or asmaiiy of theym as convcnyently 
may shall oOny's in the y'cre haue a genlall assemble in the Ciiic of London so that they be the 


’ ; but query* for yefle = gift. 
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more jiart in nomV>rc toforc the Clticf justice of the Kyng^ Urnche the Chief Judj^ of the 
Comoft place and the Maister of the Rollf of the Kyngf Chnunecry for the tyme Ijeyng or ij. of 
tlieym to ii»enient if any matier of weight happen to fall emongt theyrn for the defence 
of myn heyre or his londf or for any thing for thexecucion of my last Will testament and 
Codicell or any of the same /or for any mailer or ihing iheryii bv theym to be docm / llmi they 
shall shewe the same lo the said Judges and Maister taking their advic? and counsaill for 
thonlre thereof/ami their ailvicC or advice of suche of tlieym as atsuchc assemblies can or wolbe 
present had that than my said F.xecuto's or the more part of theym in nombii to execute 
siu he thingf as by theym or the more pan of theym shallK-. thought reasonable And as often 
as suche Metingv shalbc that repeating be haddc by my said Rxecuto’^s aswell off suche 
thingC as they tofore that day hauc doon as of suche other things as by theym shalbe than 
after their suche meting necessar)’ to be done And the said JiidgC and Maister at my costC and 
chargt haue their dyner and for eSy ihcire payne and labr»^ there L»eing psent x* Also I woll 
that for all suche charge and cost? as sh ilbe 5uste)-ned by any of myn Execui aswell for the 
saide Meting at l.ondnu as for any other Meting in any other place or for any other matier or 
cause labour or cost by theym or any of theym done to their chargt for & aboute the exeateton 
of my Testament Coclicell or last Will alimvaunce shalbe hadde and made lo eiiy of ilteyin by 
the more pan of my s;iinc Execute's in nombre soo that noon off myn Exccuios in any suche 
allouance shalbc his owne i>only Judge nor yet take his rewartl or allowance hymsclf but by 
lliasstmi of the more part of his company in nombre as is forsaid Ami oiii that I woll that 
noon of my saiil Execute's make any man) gii'nte nor make releas nor other dischatge for any 
matier touching my said testament CtKlicell or last Will nor make any Officez nor take any 
rwepie nor make any payment nor any other tliingc do by auctoritie of my testament 
Codicell or last Will M*out ihassent of the more part of mj-ne Exccutos in nombre Whiche if 
any of theym wilfully or obstynaily drxi w'oui suche saide'assent and woll not be rcformable 
by the more part of niy saUI Executes That than he or they so doyngla; clercly dismyssid from 
all further mcdeling w* thcxcciicion of my testamSt will and Codicell and not to hauc nor take 
any advaunta^ or profitt by any graunte Itenuest or reward to hym Jymytteil by this my testa¬ 
ment b) my Will or Codiccll bicause of his obsiynacy and misdemcano' but the residue of myn 
Executors to refuse his or iheirc company. Urn I gcue and be<pieth vnio e% oon of myn 
L.y.Tutos beyng of the degre of a Knyghl and taking uptm hym the charge of thexeeucon of 
this my tesUnient and of my last Will and Codicell ten i>yund< in money for his payne in and 
abowtf tlte same and lykewiuc ii» etBy other of myn Exccutos taking vfH>a hym the lyke charce 
ten fftks in money .And ffor the pfo'mancc of my last Will and also of this my pseui lit 
testament w‘ my Coilicell hcrunto annexed. 1 ordeyne and make m)^ Exci-uio's videlit First 
Elizabeth my moo.st dercst wif. Sir Thomas Lovell Knyghl. Sir James Hobon Knvfrhr s;ir 
Robert Drury Knyght. Sir William Wahlegravc. Knyghl. sir Rol^crt Uvell KnygbL^ Willm 
CooW .too' join. V«r thcUlM tsquyer riumfrey Wiiigfckl K«,„yre John Daiiycll EMiiiier 
lohn Josselyn Esquyer and William Okeley genulm.nn In wittnes wherof to this my present 
last testament 1 have setto my signe nmnuell .Ami also to the same and my last Will and Cotlicell 
annexed togitler Iwue sett the scale of myn army-s the tlay and yerc aboue written 

OxVNFOkU. 


This is the Codicell of me John de Veer Erie of Oxinford videlz I woll that all ihli>< 
psones whose namys l>e esficcified here vnder this clause sliall recevvf and haue eViv oon f 
theym an yerely Annuj^ie for terme of their lyvys according to the sorhc annexid vnto eche 
of their namys. the same to goo owe and be jjaid of suche my lands and tcntC as mvn Fxpritui 
or the more part of dicym shall Uicrunto appoynt. Sir Thum.as Tyrell Knyght vi'* xiii* bb? 
Sir Robert Drury Knjght vj" xiij* liij*». Sir Robert Loucll Knyght vj« xiijMiij>» ‘sir William 
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Knight vj“ xiij* ilij'’. S Rogrr Wcniworih Knight O. Willum Fytulcrn Knight 
C‘. § Tlcnry Tcy Knight C', ^ Robert Payton Knight lij” vj' viij''. § John Grene Knyght iij*' 
vj* viij’’. § William Clopton Knyght iij'* vj' viij'’ § Robert Cotton Knyglit iij'' vj* vitj** § Gilis 
Alingion Knyght iij** vi* viij'’ My Consyn jolm Veer oui and bciitlC inyn oilttr iK-qtiesiis in iny 
testament and last Will xx” John Jossefyn x” John Danycll x” William Okeley x" Robert Rrtnvs 
liij* iiii’’ John GoUlingham liij* iiij’’ William Aylotf liij* iiij'* John Aspclon liij' iig** Humfrey 
WingfeUl liij* iii)'' William Pyrton iheldcr liij* iiij** John Fowhell Ui^’iiij’* Geffrev Gale liij* iiij'* 
George Waldeg*iic liij* iiiJ'* Thomas Tyrell the sonne of Sir Thomas iij'' vj* viij** Richanl Appnlion 
liij" ini’* William Sondt. tij” vj* viij’* John Ramrrs iij” vj* viij'' Antony Danvers liij* iig** Thomas 
Veer liij* iiij*' Henry Radrlif liij* nij** Thomas Ilrews liij* illj’’ Robert Tyrell liij* ilij** William 
Waldpg*nc lii]* iiij'* I homas Tey Sen) liij* iiij* Thomas Tey Ju'n) liij* ii^** William Pirlon Juiri) liij* 
itij** kic’ Wrj'ght iiij” Thomas Latitbury liij* jin'* Thomas Rolheman liij* iiij** 'Phomas Radclif 
liij* iiij'' Robe.it Skeni liij* iiij'' Roljerl I>cil>k’ xl* Lewes Bloilwell for keping of Campis Mewsc 
ot5 and beside his fee for keping of the pare tliere lx* x** Laurence Younge xl* Roger Neve xl* 
GrifTuh Gough xl' George Reynew .xl* George Traas xl* John Swayn lx* x'' Henry Watson xl* 
John llcwet .xl* William Dickson xl* Kol*crt Broughton liij* iiij'' I.aurans Forster liij* liij'* 
Franc€ Burton C* Robert Goldiughm Iiij* iiij* 

OxiNtOKU. 

And I well That thies psoncs whose names be herundcr written shall hane by thhandis 
of myn F-xeciito's Acording to tlie Somys annexid to their namys and no fee nor Annuytie but ^nly 
echc oon his some for oon ivme in reward Margaret Ryder liij* iiij'' Elizabeth Wingfeld Ijij* iiij’* 
Margaret Harleston liij* iiij' William Towneley Iiij* iiii'* Thoms Eyre liij* iiij'* Thomas liogen 
xl* Wittm Barton xl* William llolbroke.xl* Ric’Jewellar xl* John Brond xl* George Ileskcth 
xl* Antfiny Frcman xl’ John Williams xl* Peter Barnehm Iiij* iiij'' John Le^e xl* John Holme 
.xl*. Roheri Rowsexl* 1'homas Mnnyng >1* Richard Wilton xl* William \V<^erofe xl* Thomas 
Hogen .xl*\WlIiam .MillC xl* George Tnrno*^ .xl* Nicholas Jeve xl* Thomas Geoige xl* Symon 
Brevn xl* John Parker xl* John a Kent xl* Symon Dyestar xl* Thomas Estay xl* Olyver I luui 
xl* ].anrens Houghton xl* ThSs Garling xl* John Grcenclcef xl* Water Symond xl* Thomas 
Mayhew xl* Jamys Baldwyn xl* Robert Baldwyn xl* Thomas Jackeson xl* John Pigge xl* 
Laurens Skyniil xl* William Dallog xl* John I^wes xl* John lolton xl* Rauff Goldcrn xl* 
Willm E.stay xl* Thomas Rivcly .xl* Lewe.s William xl* Hu^^ xl* Dauld Rotlerford xl* 

Peers Sowth .xl* Thomas Brett xl* Peers Barnard xl* Robert Bell xl* Rlchartl Cook xl* William 
Cratherode xl* |ohn Cratherode xl* Robert Fcunc xl* Robert Manchc xl* John Nashe xl* 
Thomas May xl* Robert Bryan xl* Thomas Porter xl* Thomas Bridgt .xl* John VVcxlc xl* 
Richard Dalton xl* Richard Pygot xl* Cornelius Thomson .xl* William the Yoman baker xl* 
Jolin Dove xl* oUle jegon tlie Parker xl* Richard Baker .xl* Richard Barker xl’ Richard Hanikyn 
xl* Nicholas Ueiibury .xl* Symon Gateward xl* William F-listoon xl* lyaii .Aleyne xl* William 
Ring’ xl* The Milbr xl* John Ilarison xl* Rol>crt Bucketon xl* John Davison xl* Thomas 
the grflme baker xP Randoll Lydl xl* Andrew Fleccher xl* John Jegon the Gardyti xl* Kemj» 
the Gardyner xl*. ii. other Grotnes of the Stable liij* iiij'' The grontc Chariotman .xxvj* viij'' 
The Grome Brewer xxvj* viy The Grome Cbto* xxvj'viij'’ John Browne luto' xl* Stephyn 
taborcit xxvj* viij*' Guyllam Fiilellar xxvj* viij'* The Grome Slaughterman xxvj*\nij‘‘ The Grome 
of the Squyllery xxvj* viij'* William Walker xxvj’ viij'' Kidiard Pipar .xxvj* viij'* John Boyc 
x.xvj* viij’* 

OxiNKORD. 


Probatum fuit testamentum siipradicti dcfuncti hentis dum vixit ct mortis sue tempo di3sa 
bona & debita in diversis dioc’ prouincic cant vnaettnt Codicello et vltima voluntate ciusdem 
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eidem testo annex’ ac manu propria ipTus Comitt defuncti subscript et signat sigilloqB suo 
armori; sigillat et roborat &c. AdministracioqB orfi) et singuloi; bonorum et debitorum dcm 
comitem defunctum et eius testamentu et ultima voluntatem sive Codicellum quaTircunq3 
concernen Roberto Drury Willmo Walgrave Militibz ac Johanni Veer Johanni Josselyn et 
Johanni Danyell Armigeris et Wittmo Okely generoso Executoribz in hmoi testamento noiatC 
decimo die mensis Maij Anno Diii mittimo quingentesimo xiil® comissa extitit prestito primitus 
per dcos executores tactt scripturis sacrosanctC eviigelijs juramento corporali De bene et 
fidetir admistrand eadem ac de perimplendo contenta in dcis testamento ultima voluntate & 
codicello eidem testo annex! Deqj fideli Inventario conficiend et exhibend Juraruntq5 insuper 
dci executores tactt per eosdem sacroscis ev'ngelijs ut prefertur q3 si et quatenus impostei?. 
sufficienter et Itime probat fuerit dcm defunctum aliud legatum sive aliqua legata per viam 
Codicellorum vel atir alicui persone sive psonis reliquisse aut disposuisse preter et ultra legata 
in dictt testo ultima voluntate et Codicello contenta per eu relict q‘* extunc hmo legat sufficienter 
et Itime probat dicti Executores hmoi legatu sive legata et eo^. quodbt perimplebunt seu 
pimpleri facientet procurent/ prout et quemadmodu hmoi legatum sive legata in dcis testamento 
ultima voluntate aut Codicello ins’t aut inscript fuissent Edam comissa fuit similis ad° Humfrido 
Wingfeld exec, inpsona hE Xpofero hlidd procuB sui &c. sito Jurament prestan &c. Res’vata ptate 
alijs Executoribz &c. xiiij° die mens€ Maij predict comissa fuit consimilis ad® &c. Dne Ellz 
Vere Comitisse Oxon in pso M’’ Witti Falke &c. xx® Junij an® predco comissa fuit ad® &' 
Roberto Lovell & Jacobo Hubberd militibz & Witto Cooke deinde xxviij® junij predict comissa 
fuit ad® Thome Lovell militi in psona Tho. Mercer executor jurats. 


INVENTORY OF THE GOODS AND CHATTELS OF JOHN DE VEER, 

13TH EARL OF OXFORD, 1513.^ 

Inuentariu oim et singloi; bonoru debitoru catalloi; ac sumaru Pecuniai^ nobilis ac 
ppotentis viri dni Johannis de Veere comitis Oxon magni carriJarii ac admiralli anglie vicecomitis 
Bulbek et dni de Scabs fact et appreciat p me Thomam Mercer apparitorem generalem 
Reuerendissimi dni Witti Cant Archiepi vicesimo die Maii Anno dni mittimo quigentesimo xiij®. 


At Coolne w'in the Prior)' in the White Chamber 


In Primis w'in the wardropp a pece & a Renaunt of course blake clothe 
conteynyng xxvj yerdes qr^ di le yerde / xij sm 
Itm viij yerdes of blake Cotton 
Itm a nother pece of xiiij yerdes price 
Itm a pece and Remnaunte cont xxxij yerdes price 
Itm V small pec€ cont xxij yerdes 
Itm xxvj yerdes of narow broken coutton 
Itm an hanging of Redde Saye 
Itm a sperver of old tartorn 

Itm vij fetherbeddes w‘ bolsters p)ce le bed x* sm 
b Itm iiij large fetherbeddes with bolsters price le bedde xv* sm 
Itm V matteres with their bolsters 
Itm fyve large pair of blankettf 
Itm V olde pair of blankettC 


xxvj* viij** 

xiiij* 

xxxij* 

xxij* 

V’ 

vj* viij** 
iij* iiij** 

iij'* X* 

iij'* 

X* 

X* 

V* 


* Public Record Office, Letters and Papers, Henry VIII, vol. iv, ff. 70-103. 
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Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

L 12 Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 
Itm 
f. Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
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iij pair of fustians' of v breadc-s iij )wles di long sore worn price le pair] 
inj* sm I 

a pair of bustians • of the same lenght & bretle iiij* 

iij pair and oon fustians of fiij hrctlcs tiij yerdcs di long price ij* viij'' Icl . » 
pair I ^ ”'J' 

a white <|uyUe V small branches con? xx flemys&he ellt xV 

a nothcr iiuylte of the same lenght & brede xiij* iiij 

a nother quylt w‘ tloiirc de lic€ and birdes vj* viij** 

a Counterpoynt • of tapistry w* the picture of Salamon lined sore w'ome 
coni In lenght v yerdes & iiij brede' 

a Counterpoynt of counterfeit arrais w* a man and a woman hawkyiig 
and hunting worn cont in lenght v yerdes on qft / and iiij di brode 
a Counterpoynt of tappistry cont in lenght iiij yerdes di in bretle iij yerdes 
di price 

a Counterpoynte of olde verdure lyned w' a gripe ♦ in hit iiij ycnics <li 
long / and iiij yerdes di brode 

an olde counterpoymt of tapistiy w* a man in the oon comer bering a 
hawke / cont iij yerdes di long ij yerdes cli brwlc 

an olde counierpoyiil of ia|jisu*y w* a jn3 in the foie of hit beryng an 
herensewe • b)- tne nccke v yerdes long / iiij brorle qK 
an old Counterpoynt of grenc verd& iiij y^tdes long and iij bn'de 
a counterpoynt of olde tapistry lined iiij yerdes qR long / and iij yerdes' 
qrt brode 

an olde counterpoint of palid while & Rcildc verdo' com iij yerdcsn?? 
long / ij yerdcs iij qR brode 

ij Countcrpc'ynl^ of olil Rcildc saye broderid w* H and M knett w' a napkyn 
and a man and a woman on horsebake /cont v yerdes long a j)ccc and iiij 
yerdcs brode 

A counterpoint of Red sarcenetl in quylt worke lyned w* bine bokeram 
coni V yerdes long / iiij brode 

A Sj>crverof ehaungeablc sarcenett embrodrid w* crankcitC with curteins' 
of crane colo' sarecnct liticd w* blue bedteram and a counterpoint of the 
same channecable sarcenet enbroderid w* an hundred di crankettf cont/ 
iiij yerdcs iij qR long and iiij yerdcs brode lined w* blue bokeram pee 
A Sperver of nlue and crymsyn velvett palid and w* o6n pale of cloth of 
gold of baudekyn w‘ viij panys of violett and Redde sarcenet ptec 
A tapet of tapestry, w' a gentilwoman bering a Cupp of gold in the myddes 
cont iiij yerdes long iij yerdes di brode 

A tapet of olde tapestry a man on horse hak in the myrddes w' H and E 

.4* ( .C .. I.. - I • ■ > • 


a 

xiij* iiij'* 

XX* 

viij* 

viij* 


xx-* 


X* 

VI* Vllj’’ 

uj* inj"* 

•j* 


••• •••-j 

xiij* lllj“ 


vppon his brest knyt with a lace iiij yerdes long and iiij brode 

an olde tapettof tapest^w^ a man in harnes fightyng w’ a lyon iij yerdes 

iij qR long iij yerdes qFt di brode 

an olde tapett of tapestry and a woman lirryng a baskett \v' grapes cont 
in brcile / iiij yerdes qR and iiij yerdcs depe 


XX* 

• vj" XIIJ* lur 

vj" xnj* iiij'* 
xiij* iiij'' 

V* 

nj* inj*' 
vj* vjij** 


* Fustians, sheets made of coarse linen- * Bustians, sheets of cotton twill. 

* Counterpoint, a quilted cover for a bed * Gripe, a griffin. 

* Ilcrcnsewe, a young heron or hemshaw. 
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Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
I- 73 Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

f- 73 ^ Itm 
Itm 
Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


an old tapett of old toren arais ' w‘ clowdes of whyte and purple in upper 

borders cont / iiij yerdes qrt long and iiij yerdes brode 

an olde tapett of old toren arais w‘ a castell of brike in the middes on the 

upper part cont vij yerdes di long iij yerdes depe and iij qrt 

an olde tappitt of counterfet areis / a man w‘ a crossebowe shoting at a 

wilde^ best and in a nother corner a castell. vij yerdes qrt di long iij yerdes 

iij qrt depe 

A Counterpoynt of tapistry \v‘ the story of AlexandB cont in brede iiij 
yerdes in lenght iiij yerdes qrt pice 

a tapet of olde arais scripture in the upper border in frenshe w‘ clowdes 
white and Purple vij yerdes di long iij yerdes iij qrt depe 
an olde toren tapett of areis iiij yerdes di long iij yerdes di depe w‘ treis' 
rounde in the borders 

A tapet of tapestry iij yerdes qrt brode iiij yerdes qrt depe w* stones and 
pies in the borders 

a tapett of tapistry cont v yerdes iij qrt long and iij yerdes iij qrt depe 
lined w‘ canvas ® and a man leding a hounde and beryng a hawke uppon 
his fist w‘ hosys stripid white and red price 

A tapet of tapestry in verdure lined w‘ canvas v yerdes iij qrt long iij 
yerdes iij yerdes ErV] brode w' a man Ryding on an asse w* an whip in 
his hand 

iij pec€ for hanging of conterfet bawdekyn cont all in lenght xj yerdes 
iij qrt and iij yerdes depe 

an olde tapet of tapestry / iij yerdes iij qrt brode iiij yerdes qrt depe w' 
stones and pies in the borders 

a tapet of olde tapistry w‘ the grounde v^do'' lyned w‘ canvas / iiij yerdes 
long/iij yerdes iij qrt depe w‘ a man beringthe capp of his hawke in his 
mowth by a string / an hawke on his fist 

A Seler and a tester of Red say and therein a wilde man Ryding on a 
horse 

a couerlett of bery ^ makyng/ iij yerdes a qrt brode and iij yerdes qrt depe 
palid w* whyte and Redde w' bourghcher knottt * 

A couerlett of bery makyng ij yerdes brode ij yerdes iij qrt long 
a couerlett of bery makyng/iij yerdes qrt brode et iij yerdes qrt depe wM 
bourgchers knottt * f 

iij olde broken carpettt 
A litle carpet ij yerde long and oon eln depe 

V Cussheons of half a yerde brode euy* way ij of grene bawdekyn ij of) 
satten and oon of velvett sore worn j 

ij long Cussheons oon of tawny sateyn and a nother of Jewys werke worn 
.A sp. rver and counterpoynt of diap embrowderid with whistellC and) 
ch yers r 

Sm P vj* viy** 


xiij* iiij** 


XX* 


■ xxxi* viij** 


xxvj* viij** 


XXX* 


iij* iiij** 


XV* 


xxxiij* iij** 


XXX* 


iij* iiij** 


• V* 


X* 


V* 


iij* iiij** 


xx** 


iij* iiij** 

ij- 

V* 

iij* iiij** 
ij* viij** 

XXX* 


Arais, arras, tapestry made at Arras in'Artois. Counterfeit arras was an imitation. 

* Canvas, coarse unbleached hempen or linen cloth. ® Beiy = Bury St. Edmunds. 

stall-plate of John Bourchier lord Berners, K.G., 1459-74. the mantling is of red with 
gold billets and of white with black water-bougets and Bourchier knots. White and red were 
apparently the Bourchier colours. 










JOHN DE VEER, THIRTEENTH EARL OF OXFORD 323 

In 0 Veere chamber 

Itm a hanging of Dornix’ 

Itm A sperver of sarcenet olde broken and sore woren 
Itm A fetherbed and a bolster \v‘ a matreis 
Itm a counterpoint of tapistry 
Itm a pair of fustians 
Itm ij Pylowes 

It iij Cusshins oon long and ij' short of olde sylke 
Itm in the next chambr to hit v pec€ of old dornex 
Itm A Fetherbed with a bolster a matreis and a pair of fustians 
Itm ij olde carpettC for cupbourdes 
Itm ij greate Aundirons* 

Itm an old hale ® and pavylion 
Itm A Chafer* 

Itm A trussing bed® made w‘ Iron 

Sfh xj” v® viy** 

f* 74 In the Armery house 

Itm viij XV salettt le salett xvj^ sin) 

Itm Cj Brigandynes oon w* another ij® 

Itm vjiiij halbertC price le halberde xy** sm 
Itm ix newe Cootes price le cote vj® vlij** 

Itm Ixxvij peyer of splyntes price le peir on with a nother xij** ob sm iiij'' 


Itm V pair of old gauntlettf iij® 

Itm xvj corsettt price le corset ® oon w‘ another vj* viij'' sm v" vj® viy"* 

Itm a pair of old Ryvett€ iij® iiij*' 

Itm vij olde bylies xlvj® viij'' 

Itm ij pair of brigandynes for my lordes body xl* 

Itm his vambracC polvomes ’/ ij SalettC w‘ bavos & a hat of stele * ij gauntlettt ] •••![ 
and his legharnes 

It vj bowes price on w‘ another / xvj'' sth) viij" 

Itm Ixiiij shefe Arowes w*out casys old liij* iiij'' 

It iiij Sheff w* casys vj® viij'' 

Itm iiij boundell€ of bowe staves and in e?y boundell xvj stavys and viij olde) ^ ...j 

Itm A boore spere® xvj'' 

Itm Ixxxiiij pair of gussettC le peir xij'' srfi) iiij" iiij® 

Itm xviij gorgett€ xx® 

Itm XXV aporns of mayle xxv® 

Sm Ixvj" xvj® 

^ A fabric of silk, worsted, or wool, originally made at Dornick, otherwise Tournay, in Flanders. 


* Andirons, fire-dogs. ® A hale was a long tent used in the field. 

* A chafer was a vessel for heating water, or a saucepan. 

® A portable or travelling bed. 

* Corset, corslet, defensive body armour. 

’’ Defences for the arms and shoulders ; see Arcfiaeologia, li, 259. 

* Ibid. 260. ® Ibid. 237, 238. 

s s 2 


sore worn 


vj® viij'' 

V® 

x® 

XX® 

iij® iiij'* 
xx'' 

V® 

vj® viij'' 
xiij® iiij'' 
v® 
iiij® 
v" 

V® 

xl® 


xj" xiij* iiij** 
x"ij*_ 
vj" iiij® 

iij" 
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74^ In (nj Voycllys chamber 

Itin A hanging of Red saye olde w* my lordes Arines in hit 

Itm A Selcr a icaier w' curtcyns of blue bokeram 

Urn a Counte^ynt of paly verdure 

Ilm a pair of fustians 

I tm Ij pylowes mid the ber« 

Itm ij Carpett CusalKons 

It a felherbed'a bolster w‘ a iiiatres. a pair of blankettt 

Sin xliij* 


yj* vuj’' 

X* 

vj' 

•j* 

.. 

Xllj* Ulj'’ 


III (0 Vecrys S’l'iirt chambr 

Itm A fetlierbed a bolster and ii matreis viij* 

Itm a pair of blanket^ and an old aniiitcrpoint of Redde verdures and an oldel , ...m 
tapett of tapestry'& a broken concrletl of bery werke price I ^ “‘J 

Sm xiij* mj'* 


In ^ burtons chambr 

Itni V peef of olde saye price 

Itm A sper\’er of white lynen clothe olde and sore woren 

Ilm A fcthvrbetl w‘ a bolstCT 

Itm a pair of fustians olde and sore worn' 

it an olde quylt all broken 

Ilm a pylowe with a bere 

f- 75 ItJn A Maireis a bolster/ij olde blankettf and an old counterpoint of verdure) 
iij cnsshcons ij of bourdc ali^under ’ and oon of olde tapistry f 

Sm xxvj* iiij*^ 


V* 

•j* 

vijj* 
iij' iiij** 


y 

xij 




In the elerke of the kecheon chambr 


Iini A sper\'er of white lynen cloth 

Urn A fclherbed old/a bolster/an pldc pair of blaiikettt /and a coueryng 
ofold Red saye 
Itrn a pylowe 

Itm a matreis w' a bolster and an olde coueryng of bury makyng 
Itm ij chestf 

Ilm A morter w* a pcstcll 
Itm ix tb of saffron L- tb x* SiTi 

Sm v“ xiiij* ii^ 


•r 

yj* viij'’ 

xiW 

ly 

vj' viij" 

V* 

IUj“ x' 


In the armory chambr 

Ilm XV yerdes of blake clothe le yerde/ iiij* 

lim XV ycolcs in Rcmnauni? and pecC le yerde iij' Sib 

Itm Ixxij ycrtlcs of course grciic h: ycnle yj*' 

bin vij“ xij*‘ 


iij" 

xlv* 

xxxvj* 


* Bourdc allsaunder, bord-Alei^der, a kind of striped silk made at Alexandria. 
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f.75^ 


lim 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


Itm 


In the plour 

iiij tapettC of oUle verdure paly 
a testc.T and a scler of the same 
V tapctt^ of jjrcnc olde tapistry w* my Lordes worde * 
a grene tester 

X broken tapcttC of olde tapbtr>' 


xl* 

xiij* 

xiij* iiij** 

X* 

XX* 


iij” xiij* iiij'* 


iiij tapettf of grysell ^ olilc and sore worn and ij tapett€ of ij tapyttt oO ...,| 
tapestry w* men of warr in them | 

iij olde tapettC sore worn xv* 

ij tapettC of old counterfeit aries 
a noilier t:n>el of tlie same coni in leu^hi and bredc/xl llemisshe stickes xxxiij* iiij 
viij |)ccC of olde Red sayc xiij* iiij** 

A foote carpett v* 

ij pecC of Domix for an hanging iij* iiij'* 

A fetherlxid w* a bolster/a j>air of hlankctif a pylowca concryngof lx:ry 
makyug an olde tjuyli 

iiij tapettC of tapistry* lined a yerde depc w‘ canvas full of molettC in 
clowdes and orankettC cont in lenglit and bretle eu^ pcce / lx llemysshe 
stickC 

Iij pecC of the same cont cuy pcce xxxvj stickC 

Sm xxix** 


• • « . ••a• 1 

xiij* ni/ 


iij" vj* vlij** 


f. 76 


In the Ewery 

in Cakf. and tapers of wax CCCCj qft and xxitij tT> price le C xliij* iiij** 

in torches endes ix x11t> le C viij* iiij'* 
in Rosen GiVj tt. le C iij* iiij** Sm^ 
in tordie weke and taper wckc injj vITj 
a chafer * 

vUj diap table clothes of vij yerdes long oon yerde di dope 
iiij brekefast clothes of diaper / iij yi rdes long 
xxxviij table clothes of household 
xij toi^lC 
viij towellC of diaj> 
ij weigh IC of Icwle- 
xvj na{>kyns of diaper 
iij Chestt and a waxe bouidc 
a Cx tortes of brodtc 

Srh xx" xvij* iiij'* 

In my Lordes greate chamfer 

Itm V lltle tapcttC of tapestry w’ a celer ami a tester of taijestry venlure 
Itm A fetherbed and a lx)tsier 

’ My lord's word or motto was En dieu fst /<)«/. 

* Probably the story of the meek and patient Grisscll or Griselda immortali/etl by Boccacdo and 
Petrarch, and by Dan Geoffrey Chaucer in ‘ TIic Clerk s Tale . 

• Chafer, a vessel for heating water. 


Itm 

Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
I tin 
Itm 
Itm 
hm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 


ix“ xiiij* ij'* 
iij" xviij* 

v* X'* 

iiij* 

\* 

xxvj* viij* 
vj* viij'* 
xlvj* viij** 
xiij* Iiij'* 

X* 

*j* 

••• ••••j 

ly* inj'* 

VJ* viij** 

x* 


vij" 

xiij* iiij'* 
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Itm a counterpoint of tapestry sore •worn xvj* 

Itm ij Cu5»hins of satten of brugis and a Cussheon of tawny velurt olde &) •; ...j 
sore worn J VJ ^nj 

Itm iiij carpytiC 

t 7^^ Itm a FetherhecJ a bolster and a counterpoint 


SiTi x" xij” 


X’ 

XV* 


In the Inner chambr of my Ladies 

Itm V tapettf of tapistry verdure olde and sore worn 
Itm A spii of satteyn of Briggeis paly 
Itm A Fetherbed and a bolster 
Itm a pair of fusiians of v bredes 
Itm a counterpoynt of verdure 
Itm a [Counterpoynt of itruik Spuerof Satteyn of Rmgeis curteyns of 
yowlowe sarcenet and a counterpoynt of the same 
Itm A Sclcr and a tester of crymsen sateyn embrodcrid 
Itm ix olde carpetf sore worn 
I tin vij olde Cussheons of veluct / iiij pi^le & iij grenc 
Itm iij Cusshins of satteyn of Rmgis sore worn 
1 tm an olde travers of sarcenet 
1 bn an olde sperver of blue and tawny* Damaske 
Itm an Aundiron 

Itm a trussing bed,of olde blue and crymsyn veluet paly and the curteynes] 
paned blue and crymsyn damaske price ) 

Sift Kyyi” xvj* iiij^ 


xxxiij* iiij** 
XX vj* viij** 
XXX iij* iiij** 
Xllj* Illj'* 
xxyj* ■viij'* 


\'f 


vj' 

V« 

XXX* 

XX* 

iij* iiij'* 

viij* 

XX* 

XX^ 


f-77 


In the genlllwomen chamftr 


Itm ij fetherbeddes ij bolsters iij matreis 
Itm ij pair of blankettf and ij couering^ 

I tm a nothcr fyne bedde of Downe w‘ a Iwlster for my Lady 

Itm A spiJ and a counterpoint of goldc Bawdekyn sore worn 

Itra A 5^Icr and a tester a counterpoint of grene bawdekyn 

Itm •vj Curteyns of sarcenet for the saide ij beddrs 

Itm an olde toren travers of sarcenet 

Itm a spucr of bloc and white bawdekyn wore 

Itm an olde speaker of grene bawdekyn with curteyns of tartorft 

Itm a counterpoint of verdune sore woren 

Itm A vestiinent of blake tynscll w* orfrayes of white saten of brigeU en- 
bnowderid w* ij aulter clothes of the same 
Itm iij Cussheons wrought in Rebonde 

Itm A splaynle Egle of gold w’ an angcll face w* vj dyamoundcs and xj jierles 
w* iiij Rubies gyven to our Lady of Walsinghm 
Itm an homc of vnykhom ‘ hamesed and gamLsshtd w’ gold 

Sm lej** vij* iiij'* 


XXX* 

vj* vig** 

xl* 

iiir 


I'f 

xl* 


viij* 

Iiij* iiij** 

xl* 

xvj* 

xxxiij* iiij** 
xl* 
xxx“ 

Ulj" 


* The twisted tusk of a narwhal was looked upon as the horn of an unicorn 
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In ihc Reucstry w'ln the priory of Coolne 


flm ij pccC and a half of uwny fustian 

f. 77 b Itin xj >erdc 5 of Remnauntt of crymsen satlcn blake satten anti uwiiy damaske 
price 

Itm V colers 

I tni viij purses 

Itnt A pair of Ivory beedes* 

Itm' xxj ellt of canvas 
Itm an once of gold Ringf and Broches 
Itm A tablet w' an Image of our Lady 
Itm tj garters 

Itm vij Qtest^ and staiidcnJes; 

Sm xiij“ ix‘ iiij'' 


xvj* viij*' 
Iv 

X* 

ij* viij'‘ 
iij* iiij * 

V* 

xx\* 

iiij'' 

XX* 

xlvj’ viij^ 


In the Pcrlour vndrCnji Veeris chambr 


Itm an hanging staynid w* Calygreyhuuiids ami Scalys & a pece of steynid 
verdure 

Itm A Fetherbed and a bolster 

Itm a pair of olde fustians and a counterj»oinl of verdure sore worn 
Itm a nother fctlierbed w' a boUicr a pair of blankrttt and an oltle counter¬ 
point w' cmwnes and sterrys w* a pylowe and a mattreis 

Sm xliij* 


vj* viij** 

xiij* iiij'' 
viij* 

XV* 


1 11(3 VValgroue is chambr 


Itm A Sperver of Dornix, oldc and sore woren 
f* 78 Itm a fetnerbed and a bolster 

Itm pair of fustians and V breedes 

Itm an old counterpoint of verdure w* Rokktf in hit 

I im ij Citssheons of chaungcable sarcenet 

It in his s’u'ntf chantbr a fetherbed a bolster A jiair of blankettf and a couering 
of verdure sore woren w* Cohn's in hit 

SA iij'- 


X* 

xiij* iiii** 

X* 

vj* viij*' 

U* 

xviij* 


In the chambr ouer the Porche 


Itnt ij feiherhetldes w' ij bolsters and a codling of btir)* werke 
Itm A Cofer 

Itm K pair of shetf of iij bredes and iij hedde shetis 
Itm xiij pair of shells of ij bredes tfi) 

Itm xij pair of ij bredes / ij long pllowes w* beres and vj short p> Io\vc 8 w’oui 
beres 

Itm iij pair of fyne shclis gyven to my Udy of iiij bredes and vj >*erdc 5 long 

Sm x“ xvij* vij** 


XX* 

vj* v-nj-* 
xl* 

xxxix* 

I xxxij* 

^ iUj" 


• Hair of beads, a rosarj’, or pair of paternosters. 
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Stuffe giiien to my yong Lorde of Oxenforde 

Itm [v d/Uri^ h] ii»j taiHiltC of countcrfet Areia of (historic of Tuliiis and) 

Mesjua oont all in Lenght and dept xilj & xyj flemisho MickW 
f. Itm V tapettC of taoistry damaskc wcrke paly Rcdtic and yolowt- ^v* che^irA 

of estate blue bow and molcttf in dowdes wf a skochion of my lordcs .. 

armes and my olde Udies in gartures and thclmci aboue coiit all to'‘“J '’“J 

* githcr in Icnght and dept CCCxxxvij stikkC * 

Urn A Celcr antfa l«t«:r of crymsyn blue and white sattevn embrodrid w‘ 

Ires and Rootf of gold w* a counterpoint of the same 


Itm A .^er and a te.stcr of crymsyA saltcyn of briggeis enbrowderid w‘ a) 
parke ^wdnd W boores n)olett€ and Calygreyhondes w' a couuier-i 


xxvj" xiij‘ iiij’‘ 


Urn 


Itm 


point of the .same 

A Ccler and a tester w' a countcriwint of crymsyn satteyn of Brigeis 
fmbrwlrid f a j^er and my Lordeshclme and hi.s armes and my U(K-es 
that dedc is in hit / w' his worde in hit 


A iicwc Celer and a tester w‘ a counterpoint of crymsyn damaskc 
enbrodend \y ij gentilwomen stamling on a mountain feding a popyniav 
m a cage full of crankettf moletrt blue boores & water flde.^ 

Itm A Ccler and a tester of old fyne areis in the celer a pavylion & In the 
tester a tonay of Knyghit cont all in lenght and dept lx fleinisshe stikkf 

SA cciij“ 

"9 l lorsis and gelding^ 

I im A Carte an<I iiij horses w* tlieir hame.s 

Itm xvj horsespldingt and litlo naggt price all togliher as they were .<mld 
Itm ij olde cloth sakkc saddle 

SiTi xix*' xij* ilij** 

In the Kechyn 

It in olde Brasse and peauter as it apperith eu^ pcell after the weight 

Sm patz 


xv" 


It in wyne ij tonne of Gascoigne 


In Wync 
Sm [xttz 


StufiT at Henynghm 

Item a pair of Organ.s 
Itm a peir of Portatyvys ’ 

I tra A peyir of Orgayiw small at Wcuynghowc 
Itm an olde celer ami a testar of white verdure 
Itm a celcr and a tester of olde topistry a gentilwoman 

itm a celer & a tester of bo'de alisauiidr and a spiJ of blue diap a litle tai>ct 
of tapisrry & a counterpoint w' a condyt 

Sm viij** vj* viij*’ 

' Portaiivcs were small portable organs. 


Ix“ 


viij** 


iiij” 

xv" V* vilj** 
vj* vilj** 


xviij” X* viy** ob 


viij" 


V" 

XX* 

xxvj* Viii** 

X* 

iij* iiij** 
vj* viij** 
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Plate anti Jewdlf in a gmite srantlanJe Win the colege of .Sn.lk'r) as hereafter folowiili 


Iln» an Image «f ©• lady silner & gilt pf)y. Ixiiij az le o? iij* vy anil StYi 
I tm a noihcr Image of o’ Lady of sillier aiul all well gilt her chil.le in hcrl 
armes/a crowne on her hed a septer in hir liande poiz C viij oi le o?-| 


xj« ilij* 


xviij” xviij* 



Urn an Image of saint Petur silucr & gilt standing apoA a base / ^ 

vpjwn his hetio gamisshid W stones and pies \yoiz Iviij oz le oz iij* vi** siTil * ’‘J* 
Itm an Image of saint Andrewe silucr and gilt poi;! Ixvi oz le o2 iij* vj'* xJh 

Urn an mage ol Saint James silner & gilt jx»z IxiiiJ o2 le oz iij* vj'' Sm 
Itm mi Image of saint Uarthilmcwc silucr & gilt jx)z lx oz iii qR le oz iij* vj-’j 


.. Simer amj gm w a vice in the bothotn and Imngf] 

enamihd in the ubt'macles undf the sokcit poi2 xxxvj oz le oz iij* vj* SAf 'I '’J’ 
Itm A Salt of Derail standing w‘ a morion viulr the bcrall w‘ a coO sil'ii) and‘ 
gilt poz XXXV or i qn! le oz Iij* yj'^ Sm 
Itm A '' ^ .-y 


xj” xj* 
xj" iiij* 

x" xij* vij** ot 

xxv” xiiij* vj*’ 
xj“ xj* 



vj" iij* iiij" of) 


iij'* 


• 4< ■••• I 

IIJ* III)'* 

xxx* x’* o5 


Urn a 

iij qR le oz iij* ij*' Sm 

1 tni «mt Symond .sillier and gilt w‘ a crosse roundc knopijes on fhemles poi2) .. ... 

Ixviij oz le 02 iij* VJ** SmI | xviij* 

[tm Saint Uiyd sylucr ami gilt w' a shijS poiz Ixitj oz le oz Iij* Sm xj" vi'» 

Itm Saint Philip W a grenc clot>t> silu) and gill poiz Ixiitj 02 Ic oz iij* vi 


Itm &int Thomas of jnde silucr gilt w* a spore in oon hand and bokc in 
Ihother hand |K)iz Ixiiij oi le oz lij* vi** Sm 
itm .Saint Marpiret sillier and gilt w‘ a cros in a dragons mouth poiz xxxii oz 
dD Ic oz ill* vj** .Srii! ^ 

Itm saint Barbara silucr and gill |»oiz xij oz qFi le oi? iij* vj*^ Sm 

T#4«t __ II I *1. * • ' * 


- xj " vy 
xj'' iiij* 


xj« iiij* 

v" xiij* ix** 
xHj* X** oT) 


f.Ko3 Itm Saint George silucr and gilt w* a hone of saint gcorec \-nder die huralll ^ ^ * 

in his shilde poiz xlij ol qR le oi iij* vj*' Sml " I vij* -x'* of) 

Itm .Saint Anne sylurr & gilt poiz xxiiij oz dD dD qfi: le oz in'* vj** Sin iiii*' yn- iN n* 

Itm a Lille Image of o’ Lady poz vij oz iTD le oi iij* vj*’ Sm xxvj* iij*' ^ 

Itm A Litle Monstrant w' o’ Lidy in the topp siliJ and gill t»oIz vij oz Ic or) . ^ 

iij* vj** ' I j xxihj* vj** 


Um A Litle Monstrant w* the crudfixe in the topp w' a crosse Hour\- i>oz iiij oil 

!e oz iij* vj'' SiTv « j i x|iij« 

Um A greate Ixisnn of sylucr w* bullions * wdl gilt for a foiinic iioz C.xxxvii oz 


1 


xxij" xvj* viij 


le oi iij* iiij** SiTi 

I tin xj platters of syluer nilkid w’ colombine.s (wi CCCxlij oi le oi iij* ij** Snv liiij" iij* 

Um xij I)is.shrs of syluer fiitkid with colombynes poi CCIxxxj oz le oz iij* ij** si?i xliiij** ix* x'* 

• Hollions, bullions LV. K, D.), knobs or bosses of metal. 
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458. 507. 541. 

Wcwick, Mrynnart, Uir poiiitcj', shore of, in design 
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370, 37 «• 

Whetenh.sll, .nrms ascribed to. 499, 539. 557, 

Whitaker, W., Gtology 0/London, an, aia, 314 n, 
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Survey), .Sot Avebttry, Britford, Devixes, Nether 
Avon, Rtishall Down. 
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Wittlesey, Wiliiain, archbiiJiup of Canterbury, aniu 
ascribed to, 517. 

Wivenbuc, or Wyvenhoo (Essex): Broumnnt h.idgf 
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64, 94, 96, 97 ($€( atso under Churches of ihr 
Domesday Survey). Ste Tredlngton. 

Wotlon, John, prior of St Martin's, Dover, 480. 

Wren, Sir Christopher, building aocounU of tire City 
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279 w. 
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Xylotyrabou (Cyprus), tombs at, 187. 
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York, Edmninl nf Ijingiuy, firat duke ol. 501 ; arms 
Ofr 4S8* 49*. 544. 554- 

York, Edward I'lanlagenet, second duke of. arms of, 
458. 491, 492. 544; badge of, 511 n. 

York, Lady Elizabeth of (queen of Henry Vll), 
285. 
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Survey), Set Arras, Dane* Gnivea, Knares. 
iKirough Priory, 

Z 

Eouchc, amis aocriUHl fu, 494, 512, 518, 520, 5.(7- 

Eouclic, Eudu dc, acal ot, 518. 










y 


if 









s 





**A book that is shut is but a bloch*^ ' ^ 

fj}- < 1 ^ 

^ GOVT. OF INDIA ^ 

Department of Archaeology ^ sa^'. 

NEW DELHI. T* 

O ^ 

Please help us to keep the book 
clean and moving. 



S. B., 148. N. DELHI. 







334 


THE LAST TESTAMENT AND INVENTORY OF 


xxxij'* xx** 


xxij" 


viij'' ix® 


viij'' xvj** 
iiij'* xj® viij'* 


ix'* xviij® 


yii X® 


Itm ij greate pottf siluer all gilt chasid \v‘ boutons at the clapsys of the lyddes 
poz Clxxv oz le oz iij® viij'* Sm 

Itm A greate pot of Syluer all gilt playn w* ij bottons ouer the lydde poz vj 
le oz iij® viij** Sm 

Itm A pott of siluer pcell gilt \v' an angell w* wingt on the lydde and armes) 
in the same poz liij oz dD le oz iij® ij** Sm ) 

Itm A nother pott percell gilt felowe to the same poz liij oz dO le oz iij* ij** Sm viij“ ix® v** 

Itm ij playn pottis siluer the swagis gilt poz Cxvj oz dD le oz iij® ij"* Sm Amount not given 
Itm A greate standing Cupp siluer all gilt w* mylle pyk€ in the bothom chasid) i; 

poz Iv oz le oz iij® viij'* Sm J 

Itm A standing Cupp all gilt w‘ a co3 w' a doble down right ^ chase poz xliiij 
oz le oz iij® viy** Sm 

Itm A standing Cupp siluer all gilt playn w* a co3 and having iij floures in 
the bothom ij blue and oon youlowe poz xxv oz le oz iij® viij** Sm 
Itm ij standing Ciippes siluer all gilt bell shapen w* ij couers eu^of them w‘ 
colombynes floures in the botom poz liiij oz le oz iij® iiij'* 
f. 86 Itm A Cupp siluer all gilt w‘ a couer w‘ a downe right * chace flatt and a purple] 
rose w‘ a grene garland ennamylid in the middes poz xxx oz le oz 
iij® viy** Sm 

Itm A standing Cupp siluer all gilt w‘ a couer w* a doble right downe* chace] 

and plain chasid knoppid and a molett in the botom of the coueryngl v“ vj® viij** 
poz xxix oz le oz iij* viy** ) 

Itm A standing Cupp siluer all gilt cou0d and pouncid w‘ cheverns and my] 

Lordes armes in the Botom poz xxxv oz le oz iij® viij** 

Itm A Cupp syluer all gilt w‘ penys in the botom poz xix oz le oz iij* viij** Sm 
Itm A gilt Cupp of Saye wiche my lord had at the coronacion of King Henry 
the viy*** by reason of his office poz ix oz le oz iij® viij"* Sm 
Itm A Cupp of siluer all gilt w* a couer pouncid chasid w* a redde Rose w‘in 
a garland in the botom poz xxv oz le oz iij® viij** Sm 
Itm A playn Cupp of siluer all giltw‘ a couer and a broken blue floure in the 
bothom poz xxxj oz le oz iij® viij'* Sm 

Itm A gilt Cupp of siluer playn w* a cou) lakking thennamyling in the bothom 
poz xxj oz le oz iij* viij** Sm 

Itm A Cupp made of a gryppes Egge ** coOed the foot silu) & gilt & in the topp 
of the [floure struck throug/i\ cou) a blue floure poz xxxv oz le oz ij® Sm 
f. 86^ Itm A Cupp of silu) pcell gilt all ennamylid w‘ blue and in the topp a pelycane 
poz xlij oz le oz iij® iiij'' Sm 

Itm a pott all of siluer for the harbour to warm in water for my lordes herd poz 


vj'' viij* iiij** 
iij" ix® viy** 
xxxiij* 


iiij" xj® viy** 


v" xiij® viij** 


iij" xvij® 
iijli ix® 


vij" 


Jxxxj oz le oz iij® ij‘' Sm 


xij" xvj' vj'' 

[iij" xij® altered to^ 
xvj" xiij® iiij** 


Itm A Callak ® of silu) all gilt w* a crowne in the topp of the cou) w* a lyon in 
the middle poz [xxxvj altered t6\ inj xj oz le oz iij® viij** \add(d\ Sm 
Itm vj gilt holies of siluer w‘ a couer w* sonnes in the Botom and my lordes] 
armes in the topp of the couer poz fx j oz le oz iij® vj** 


I xxxj" xiij® vj'* 


* Downright, right down, vertical or straight. 

^ A gryppe’s, gripe’s, or griffin’s egg was actually the egg of an ostrich. 
® Callak, collok, apparently a tub-shaped vessel. 
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lun V| bollcs of sllucr all gilt w' a couer cuy'of ihcm having a sheperdc and) ....ju ... 

sjhcpc in the botom poz CClij o5 Iq o9. iij* vj** Sifi _ } ' 

hm A litlc base lx)Il w'out a wlJe )h>x xvj oi le oz iij* iiij'* i'ml ^ I”j’ 

Itm ij leyers ' syhicr all giltliknttiuoperj's* cchc w*»p<>^v^t w'agiltsponepozl -i, •, 
xxxvi oi le o2 iij* vj^ SiT\ i 


335 


Itm A leyer of siluer and gilt pouncid w* Rosys poz xviij or le ox iij* vj^ Sm^ iij** iij 
It A leyer of siUicr the swagf gilt with buttons on the co9 pt>2 xx oz Ic ozj 
iij* iiii’^ Sm ^ ,, i 

Itm iiij litle siluer candclstick? w' nosys poiz xxiiij o2 Ic or iij* ii'* Sm uj" -xvi* 

1_ .:l_ « _!!* IJI* S'lil ivl* wi* lill'' 


XVJ* lUJ'* 

xxxiiij* x'* 


iij'' xij* 


xxxiij* 
XXV* iiij** 


XJJ' VIJJ'* 

xlvij" xvij* 


XXlUj* 


Iim iij prickitrf of siluer swagf gilt (K)Z Ixii oz Ic ox iij* ij*' Sm ^ »x 

Itm a high candelstik w* a nose and a pryk sett on u* a vyce poz xj o?. le o 2 
iij* ij'' Si?i 

Itm A |»ott of Ivy’ gamisshid w* sil9 all gilt& in the top of the couer a saini 
Joluis hed po 2 xxxvj oz Ic oz ij‘ sm 

r. 87 Itm A nother lowe candclstickc of siia all whyte w' a nose i>oz xj o 2 Ic oz 
iij* Sm 

Itm A SnolTof siluer pcrcell gilt i>o2 viij oz le o2 iij* ij** Sifi 
Itm A litlc candcklicke of silU/swagf gilt w' a nose ^>oi iiij or Ic oz iij' ij** Sifi 
Itm vi Bollcs silQ all gill w* a coQ w' the monitlics in the Boiliora of cuy or| 
them sett in gold me top of the coiJ garnisshul w* small J’crle and stones- 
set in gold all to githe poz CCIxj o 2 Te o 2 iij* viij " sm Sm [sff] 

Itm the holy gost in a clowde sil'u hangii^ in a sleon silver anu gilt w' a mold 
in die mydilcs poz viij oz le oz iij* Sm 

Itm A lille boitell siluer all gill w’ my lordes armes and the llowardcs oni -yj 

l>othe the sides w‘ a cltcyh i>o?. viij o 2 le oz iij* viij** . 

lim vj holies playn \v' a txmer sil'ul w' facC in the Botom poz CCx o 2 le oz iij* ij** 

Itm ij sponcs all gill w* Imagis on thendes poz ij o 2 le oz iij* viijjJ sm 
Itm ij sponcs l«se gilt W flat knopjKrs poz liij oz le oz iij* iiij** Sm 
Itm ij s|>ony.s base gilt w* flat cndcs ilierin my Ionics arnica on thonc side/and 
the How-ardcs on thoifir poz vij oz le oi iij* iiij'* 

Itm ij sponcs siluer all gilt w‘ fork^ for grcnc gynger poz iij oi le oi iij* iili** 

SrTi _ .. 

Itm xxiiij siluer sponcs w* slippes on thendes poi xxxv oi le oz iij* iiij'* Sm^ 

Itm an Angell w* wyngt siluer and gilt hering Reliques w‘ bonis of saint) 

Ursula iK)z xi'j o2 le oi iij* yj'* Sm ... I 

f. 87 ^ Itm an Angell w* wingt of siluer and gilt bering Rclitpies |X>i xvij oi le oi' 


xxxiij** v* 

VIJ* Ulj** 

• kAaj 

XIIJ* lUj* 

xxiij* jiy** 

X* 

v" xvj* viij'* 
xUi* 


IIJ* vj" 

Itm A nother Angell w* wingf silver and gilt bering Reliques poz xvj oi le oi 
iij* vj** 

Itm A paxe brede gilt of tholdc fasshion^w' an angell In the myddes holding 

a vmade * poz xvj ox Ic oi iij* iiij** Sm .. 

Itm a pax brede sil'ii and gilt poz vij oz Ic o2 iij* vj** Sm . , 

Itm A litlr paxbreade silii w' a vrnacle of modf of i»crlc poz j oz dD le oi 

Iij* iiij" Sm .... _ „ 

Itm A Sacryng bell of siluer and gill the clap Iron poii iij oz ilu Ic oz iij* Sm 

Itm A Sacryng belle of siluer all gilt poz iij oi le oz iij* vj** Sfh 


lix* vj^ 
Ivj* 

Iiij* iiij** 
xxiiij* vj** 

V* 

X* vj** 

X* vj** 


* Leyer, a laver or jug. * Betys. «nn.‘rj' pears, pear-shaped. 

1 Ivy = ivory. ' Vcmacle, the imprint of our Lord’s face on St- Veronica's handkerchief. 
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Itm A^wxbreade AiIQand jjilt jinmlsshicl tv* stones pox xxiij oz le o2 iij* viij'‘| jj-y mj, 

It ij Skalop sliellp of siluer and gill poi iij o/. le ox Hr ij'* Sni lx* vj** 

Itm ij lyllc S|K>nes of syluer all gill w' molctW^ on tnendos |jo?. on<* oi ^fD lei j- j 
oi lij* vj** sjTi I 

Itm a pair of oUle canstyckC silQ pcell gilt w‘ prikkt poiz v oz le oz iij* ii'‘ sA xv* x* 
Itm A litle Cuppof Maso'* the foote ami coii ailiii and gill poz vj oz le oz 
xx'* Sm 

Itm a noUier port of tree • w' tlie cou and lyppes of syluer and gilt po2 viij oz 
le or ij* sA 

Sni M Clxzxxviip* ix* ix** 


x* 


xvj* 


r. 


Plate in a noiher cofer of woode barrid w* barris of Irofl 


Itm ij ^reate gilt poitf of oon siictt and a daysy w* a wreili in the lopp i»oz 
vij xvij oz le oz iij* viij’’ sm Sm [rrV] 


iiiH 


Itm ij greate ix>ttell i)ott< of silnerand gilt chasid poz viii iij oi le oi iij* viij ' 

Itm .... greate pott( siluer all white w* molellf in the topp poi viljiiij oz 
le ox iij* ij** 

Itm ij pott€ siluer percell gilt w' moletiC in the myddes poz Ixxxij oi le oz 
iij* iiij** 

Itm A pott of syluer nil whytr pr>z xxx oz Ic oi iij* ij** Sm 

Itm A pott of siluer whyte poz xxij oz Ic oz iij* ij** Sffi 

Itni A siluer ijott iKcIl gilt w‘ ij buttons gilt ouer tlte lidde poz xxvoz le oi 
iij* ij'^ Sm 

Itm A bason of siluer w’ blue water Houres in the Imthom poi xxxvij oz Ic oz 
iij* ij'' SA 

Itm A Ixison siluer callid the trussing bason poz Ivj oz le oz iii* ij** SA 

Itm ij playA basons silui all wAyte like to greate cliargctw poz Cxliij oz le oz 
iij* !£ 

Itm an Ewer of siluer w' a brode bottofi and a long spowie p^)i xxvij oi' 
le oi iij* ij** Sm 

Itm ij Ewers w' brode bottons poi liiij oz Ic oz ij* ij' SA 

Itm an Ewer of silQ poz xxxij oz le oz iij* ij'' 

Itm A greate Crosse eniuimyltd on bothc sydes w* the iiij Euhgelisit poi all 


xxviij" XV* vnj' 


sA xxix” xvij* viij 


'•<1 


xxv" xlx* iiij** 
xnj" xiij* mj’* 

iiij'' XV* 
iij^ ix* viij'' 

Iij" xlx* ij** 

xvij* ij'' 
viij" xvij* iiij** 
xxij" xij* x** 

iiij" V* vj" 

vnj" XI* 
v" xvj’* 


\v' the tymbr and the pyfl of 1 roft buij oi wherof the silii weyith by esti- vij" 


madon xlij oi le oi iij* iiij'’ SA 

Itm A greate Crosse sihi and gill w' a (lonrc delicc at euj’ende standing vppoh 
a base w* xij pynakles jwz CIxiiij oi le oi iii* iiij*' Sm 
Itm oon gobleti w* a coiier wherof the swagC be gilt poz xij oi le oz iij* ij'* Sm xxxviij* 

Itm ij goblettt siluer pcell gilt poz xv oz le oz iij* ij'* SA xlvij* vj" 

Itm vj gobIcllC made of a toothe of an Olyfaunt garuisshid w' silu) and gill) 
poz Ixviij oz Ic oz ij* SA f 

Itm A goblet of siluer the svvagt gilt [wz vj oz le oi iij* ij" Sm 
Itm vj newe goblettC pcell gilt w’ molctiC and cmnkettC w' a coTJ / w‘ my 

Ix>rdcB armes and the Howardcs in the topp of tlie cofli iwz Cxxxj oz le xxj'* xvj* viij*' 
oi iij* iiij’’ SA 

* A vessel made of maple wood. See a paper on ‘The English medieval drinking bowls called 
Mazers' in ArtUaeolo^rt, I. 139 93- * A drinking bowl or pot made of wood. 


xxvij" vj* viij" 


vj" xvuj* 
xi.x* 
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Itm ij greate Sakt \v‘ a cou) all gilt vj square poz xlj oz le oz iij* vj"* Sm 
Itm A litle gilt salt coiJed & chasid w‘ a bordo*^ of flourclelicf in the bottom) 
poz vij oz le oz iij’ vj** Sm f 


vij*' iij’ vj'* 


Itm ij olde salt? pcell w‘ a couer poz xviij oz le oz iij’ ij"* Sm 
f. 89 Itm 


Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


A salt siliD percell gilt uppon the swag? w'out a couer poz ix oz le oz 
iij’ ij"* 

vj bolles of siluer w* vj greate pounc? on the botom wherof one is gilt 
poz Cxliij oz le oz iij’ ij*^ sm 


xxnij’ 

Ivij’ 


VJ" 


vj greate flatt bolles of silu) w‘ a couer all playii poiz ix oz le oz iij’ ij** Sm 
iiij Small bolles pcell gilt w‘ the signes of the monithes in the bottom) 
swag? gilt poz XXXV oz le oz iij’ ij** j 

ij small bollys of syluer all whyte pouncid w* greate Roundes in the bottom 
poz xlvij oz le oz iij’ ij** Sm 

ij Parys Cuppes of silQ pcell gilt w* blue annelett? in the bothom xlvij oz 
le oz iij’ iiij** Sm 

iij Cuppes of siluer pcell gilt w‘ Rosys in the Bothofh poz xliij oz le oz 
iij’ iiij** 

ij flagons of syluer w* chaynes poz ix vj oz le oz iij’ ij** 

A standing Cupp of siluer all gilt w* a coiJ poz xxvj oz le oz iij* vj** Sm 
A gilt Cupp of A Saye* with my lordes Armes and the Howardes in the 
botom poz vj oz le oz iij’ vj^ Sm 
A spone gilt poz an oz le oz iiij’ 

xij spones all gilt w* knoppes on thendes poz xiiij oz le oz iij’ vj** Sm 
Itm iiij spones all whyte poz iij oz le oz ij’ ij*’ Sm 
f. 89 ^ Itm vj silu) spones w* snyppes in thendes poz vij oz le oz iij’ ij** Sm 

Itm iij newe candilstick? w* noosys on thone syde and prikett? on thother) 


XXVIIJ® Vj" 


xxij*' xij’ X** 
xxviij'* x’ 
v'* x’ X** 


vij'* viij’ X** 


Vlj" XVj’ VllJ** 


vij'* iij* 


iiij** 


xxix*' ix’ 
iiij'* xj’ 


xxj’ 

inj’ 

xlix® 


Vj** 


Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


syde. poz lix oz le oz iij’ ij** Sm 


IX’ 

xxij* 


ix" vj® 


ij** 


;<J 


iij playn candelstick? Swag? gilt w‘ prikett? poz xxviij oz le oz iij® ij** Sm iiij'* viij’ viij 
A Chaleis siluer and gilt w* a patent and this scripture aboute the booll /) 
hec est enim &c. poz xxxj oz le oz iij’ iiij*' Sm j 

A Chaleis w* a patible in the foote poz xij oz le oz iij* iiij** Sm 
A Chaleis w‘ a vernacle in the patent and a crucifix uppon the foote poz 
viij oz le oz iij’ iiij** Sm 

A pair of Lowe candelstick? of siliJ pcell gilt & chasid w* prikett? poz 
xxvj oz le oz iij* ij** Sm 
A pair of greate candelstick? chasid & pcell gilt poz Ciiij oz le oz iij’ iiij*' Sm xvij" vj® viij** 
A pair of greate candilstik? swag? gilt w‘ my lordes armes and the) ^-j,! 


v" iij* iiij** 
xl’ 

xxvj’ viij** 


iiij" ij’ iiij** 


W Illy luiuca aiiiics aiiu me ( .-ij 

Howardes in the foote of either of them poz Cxxxj oz le oz iij’ iiij** Sm J 
A Senso*^ of siliil w‘ the molett? in the coueryng poz xxj oz le oz iij* iiij** Sm iij" x! 


ij newe senses of silu) w* ij Calygreyhondes uppon the toppes of them) 
poz VJ xiij oz le oz iij® iiij** Sm ) 

f. 90 lim A pixe and a boxe of the sacrament of siluer all gilt poz xxij oz le oz 


xxij" iij* iiij'* 


Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


llj’ VJ" 


I iij" X 


xvij’ 


XXVIIJ’ 

x’ 


VJ" 


A ship of sil0 pcell poz ix oz le oz iij® ij** 

A pair of kerving knyves w* gpentynes- haft? 

A pair of knyves thaftes gilt w* molett? uppon thaft? 
ij Candilstick? pcell gilt w* shank? poz Ixij oz le oz iij’ iiij** Sm 

* Assay. * Serpentine, a dark-green ornamental spotted stone found in Cornwall. 


viij** 
x" vj® viij** 


xxvj’ 
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Itm ij Cruetlt gilt \v‘ Ravonbilles poz xxviij oz le oz iij* iiij'' Sm 
Itm ij Chaleis w* the patentt poz xxiiij oz le oz iij® iiij'* Sm 
Itm A Crosse \v‘ vij stones poz xiij oz clO le oz iij“ viy*^ Sm 
Itm ij Cruettf \v‘ brode bottoms poz xj oz le oz iij® ij'* 

Itm A holy water stop w' the sprinkle poz xxiiij oz le oz iij'' iiij'* 

Itm A pott of silQ w‘ my lordes armes in the topp poz xxxvij oz le oz iij® ij'* Sm 

Itm A Cupp of Ivy * w* a co 9 poz xvj oz le oz ij® Sm 

Itm A Chayne of gold w‘ a george poz ix oz and a qrS le oz xxvj* viij'* 

Sm V xiiij'* viij® vj"* 

f. 90^ Plate at Coolne in diuerse offices as folowith 

Itm vj Bollys w' a cou) pcell gilt w‘ my Lordes Armes in the bottom poz] 
Ixxxiij oz dD le oz iij® ij** Sm j 

Itm A Cupp of Assaye siluer pcell gilt oon of the signes of the monith of] 
Nouembr in the botom poz x oz le oz iij® iiij'* Sm J 

Itm ij pottt silu) pcell gilt w* colombynes on the lyddes poz Ixxx oz le oz iij® ij'* 

I tm ij playn pott€ of siluer all white like to Ravonsbillis poz luj xv oz le oz iij® ij** 
Itm A standing Cupp gilt w* a cou) w‘ a white molett in the bottom enamilid] 
poz xix oz le oz iij* vj** Sm J 

Itm A nother standing Cupp w‘ a co 9 gilt poz xxj oz le oz iij® vj** 

Itm iiij goblett€ swagt gilt w* pounces like annelett€ w‘ one couer poz xxiiij 
oz le oz iij® iiij'* Sm 

Itm ij Sallf w‘ a coii all gilt w‘ a gartir aboute the myddes poz xxvj oz le oz 
iij* vj'* 

Itm ij lowe Rounde Saltf all white euof them having a hole in their sides 
poz xiiij oz le oz iij® Sm 

Itm a spone gilt w‘ a knopp in thende poz an oz 
f. 91 Itm a dos spones w‘ slippes on thendes poz xvj oz le oz iij® iiij** Sm 
I tm A Chafing disshe of silu) all white poz Ixij oz le oz iij® ij"* Sm 
Itm ij Basons of sil 9 pcell gilt w* baynes in the Botom poz Cxj oz le oz iij® iiij'* 
Itm ij Ewers of silu) w' brode botoms poz Ixvj oz le oz iij® iiij'* sm 
Itm ij lowe candilstick^ siluer pcell gilt poz xj oz le oz iij® ij'* Sm 
Itm A Matteyns Boke w‘ a elapse of silu) wich my lorcle was wont to vse] 
hymself ) 

Itm xxxvj Counters of silu) thone syde w‘ a facon and thother w‘ a Caly-] 
greyhonde poz v oz le oz iij® iiij'* Sm j 

Sm Cv*' XV® vij'* 

Redy mony at the howre of his defh 

Itm in Redy mony 

In a nother standarde Chapelt stuff att Sudbury 
Itm ij Aulter clothes on of white sarcenet & another of white damaske] 
enbroderid & wrought by nedill werk w* my lordes armes & a frontlett] 
of the same j 

f. 91 ^ Itm E/i::] Aulter clothes of blue and crymsyn velvett in the middis embroderid 
w‘ branchis vppon a Raggid Staff linid w' blue bokeram 
Itm a vestyment w' ij Dalmatykkf for Deacon and subdeacon of blue cloth of 
gold thoffrayes of crymsyn velvett 


iiij*' xiij® iiij** 
iiij** 

xlix® vj* 
xxxiiij* X'*’ 
iiij** 

V** xvij® ij'* 
xxxij® 
xvj** XV® x'* 


xiij** iiij® v'* 

xxxiij* iiij'* 
xij** xiii® iiij'* 

XV** X'* 

iij** vj® vj'* 
iij'* xiij® vj** 
iij** xvj® 

iiij** xj® 

xiij® 

iij® vj** 

Iiij® iiij'* 

ix** xvj® iiij'* 
xviij** X® 
xj** 

xxxiiij® x'* 

XX® 

xvj® viij** 


M*M*C** 


iij** 

iij** 

vj** xiij® iiij'* 


* Ivy = ivory. 
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Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 
92 Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


Itm 

Itm 

Itm 
f. 92 b Itm 
Itm 
Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

1 

3 

4 




iij" 


XX" 

xxvj* viij'* 
vj* viij'* 
xx’ 

vj*' 


xlvj^ viij 




xxvj’ 

vj'* 


viT 


IX 


II 


nij 

x'* 

XV 


;i> 


li 


iij Copes of the same suett 

ij aulter clothes of crymsyn velvet embroderid w‘ water floures and a pane 
of blue velvett in the myddes 

A vestyment of white bawdekyfi' w‘ ij DalmatykC thoflrayes of crymsyn 
velvet w‘ iij coopes embroderid of the same 

A vestyment of crymsyn cloth of Bawdekyfi enbroderid w* Imagery 
ij Aulter clothes of diaper enbroderid w‘ garters and thistillf ® 

A Frontlett® of an aulter wrought in the stole 

A vestyment of white Damaske with ij tunykles and a cope of while 
satteyn enbroderid w‘ offreys of crymsyn velvett 

A vestyment of Crymsj? Satteyn brugeis w‘ ij tunykles thoffreys of grene 
velvett enbroderid w‘ Calygreyhondes & garters 
ij Aulter clothe of the same price 

A vestyment of white damaske of Bawdekyfi w‘ ij tynukles thoffreysl 
enbroderid w‘ Imagery sett in gold w‘ my lordes Armes ) 

iij Coopes of the same and the offreys w‘ Imagery 
ij aulter clothes of the same w‘ p^ple velvet in the myddes 
A vestyment of crj^msyn velvett w' my Lordes Armes and the Howardes 
quarterly embroderid w‘ Imagery with ij. tunykles and a cope of the same 
A vestyment of white gold damaske enbroderid w‘ splayde eagles beryng 
my Lordes armes w‘ ij tunykles and iiij copys thorfrayes of Imagery 
ij aulter clothes of the same w* a lylly pott in thouer part and our lady in 
the neyther part in cloth of gold 

A vestyment ij tunykles and a Coope of white right satteyn enbroderid 
with moletlt in Clowdes and crankettf the orfrayes gold enbrorid [sic] of 
Imagery 

A vestyment of crimsyn clothe of gold w‘ ij tunykles thorfrayes of grene 
veluett browderid 

A coope of crymsyn velvett enbroderid w‘ crankett^ molettt & garters w‘ 
orfrayes enbroderid 

ij coopys cloth of gold w* orfrayes enbroderid w* Imagery 
A frontlett of an aulter of Damaske gold wrought in the stole 
A vestyment of blake velvett old w‘ orfrayes of molett? floures and garters xxvj’ viij 
ij clothes of clothe of gold for an aulter cont’ in lenght and dept togither) 
viij yerdes ) 

an old Coope of blue bawdekyfi thorfreis enbroderid xiij’ iiij** 

iiij Coopys of white right satteyn enbroderid w‘ the RotC of days lys 
[daisies] thorfreis enbroderid 

A Cope of crymsyn satten of brug« thorfrayes of grene velvett w‘ Rosys 
& CastelR of gold 

A Coope of blue velvett enbroderid w‘ crymsyn velvett w‘ sterris & water 
floures 

iij Coopes of Redde vvorstid thorfreis of plonkit ^ chamblett enbroderid w‘ 
blue borys and garters 

iij Coopys of blue worstid w‘ white molett€ thorfrayes of crymsyn 
bawdekyn 

Bawdekyn, a rich gold brocade or cloth of gold. ** Sic, probably for ‘ whistill€ *. 

Frontlet, a narrow strip of embroidery sewn along the front edge of the linen altar-cloth. 

Plonkit, plunket, lead-coloured. 


iiij" 


xvj" 


vj" xiij® luj** 


nij" 

xv" 

xl’ 


vij" 


xxvj’ viij'^ 


iij" 


XXX® 


xx.xj* 
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9.1 Itm 
Inn 

Itm 

Iim 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Iim 

Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Iim 
Itm 
f. 93 ^ Itm 
Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

r. 94 Itm 


Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


A vestyment of blue satteyn of brugcis tliorlreis of Retl satlcyn of brugC 
ij Coopys of "white Damaskc cnbrotleritl w' flourc.'* & iborfrcys white 
moleiif in Red saiieyn of Rrigis 

ij copys of crysyn clothe of gold of lyssewe thorfrayes enbroderid w’ 
Imagery 

an anlier clothe of oUl«^ Russoti sarcenclt \v* curlcyns longing to the same 
A Coix? of Purple velvett rnbrodi-riil u‘ enlygreyhondes molettt 
clowdes and Orfrayes enbroderid w' Imagery ) 

ij Coopcs of cloth of Connterfett Ixiwdekyn 
A Canapy of crymsyn tyusyll satteyn vv' the Dome ’ & dialci^sis 
A Canapy of course white tuke w' garters 
xij yerdes eu^ way of IxnKlrkyfi w' jmreulius 

A Coo{>c of white Damaske enbrcKlerid w' floures thorfreys of cloth 
of gold 

A vestyment of Pple velvett enbroderid w’ moletl^. and clowdes tliorfray 
of clotn of gohl 

A vestyment of Redde worstid enbroderid w* Imry s and garters 

A Curteyn of whyte cloth 

A vestyment brokin of erj rasyn velvett 

A frontlett for an a niter wrought in the stoic 

ij clothes for aulters of counterfett bawdekyn gmc [i/V] & Red 

Whyte and Retl Sarcenet paly ij cllC w’ fringt Red and white 

ij vestymcniC of bustbn and bonrdc alisauiutr and a lylle pyllowe of| 

Itawdckyn | 

A vestyment of old Redde bawdekyn of gold 

A Chest of Iron 

ix, standardes 

an olde vestyment of clothe of gold w' orfreys of crymsyft clothe of gold 
A vestyment of cloth of gold w* thorfrayes of crymsyn doth of gold of 
tissue 

A vestyment of whyte Damaske w' orfreys of crymsyn velvett 
a vestyment of white sarcenet thorfreys of Purple velvett 
A vestjment of crj’msjm velvett w' orfrey cloth of gold 
A vestyment of grene bawdekyn w' orfrey grene 
A vestyment crymsyn Sarcenet thorfreys blue cloth of gold enbrotlcrid w' 
moletrt and Calygreyhondes 

a vestyment of blue velvett thorfreis of crymsyn clotli of gold enbroderid 
w‘ water floures • 

A vestyment of blue cloth of gold of tyssewe w' thorfreys on the forrsyde 
w' my lordes armes and the I lowardes wrought in the stole of crymsyn 
colo’ the Hakeside of crymsjm cloth of gold of tyssewe w' ij Dalmatykkf 
of the same w* ihorfrcys of crymsyn clothe of gold of lyssewe 
ij aulter clothes of clothe of baudekyh 

ij aulter dothes of clothe of c6se gold enbroderid w' Imager)* in the 
myildis 

A frontlett of crymsjm velvett enbroderid with wliistillf white inoleii? 
and cheyres. ij yerdes long 


xiij* iiT 
iij" 

xiiij* 
iij' iiii'* 

ill) 




XX X 

xxvj* viij 
v‘ 

XX* 

iij" 


iij" 

yl* viij** 
uij’ 

XX* 

vj* VIij" 
XX* 

X* 

X* 

XX’ 

xl* 

iiij" 

xxvj* viij*’ 


XX* 

XX’ 

xl* 

X* 

xvj* 

xl* 

XX** 


iij" 

iij'* 


XX* 


* Rome, die Doom or Day of tlie 01*601 Judgement. 

* VV'atCT flow’crs, probably the conventional lily likc flow^ers so common on medieval embroideries. 
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Itm A Frontelett of an auller of gold \v‘ iiij skochions ^ and saint John Baptist 
in the myddes 

Itm A frontelet of an aulter / iij panys of gold of damaske / and ij of sillier 
bawdekyn 

I tm a frontelet of an aulter of old cloth of gold of crymsyn 
I tm A frontelet of crymsyn sateyn \v‘ molett€ 

Itm A frontelet of an aulter the ground of satteyn wrought in the stole w‘| 

xxiiij skochions' , . ) 

Itm ij aulter clothes of cheker satteyn Brigeis w' a pane of white satteyn in) 
the myddes price _ . ) 

f. 94 ^ Itm ij aulter clothes of crymsyn satteyn enbroderid w' garters and molettf in| 
the myddes and calygreyhondes / and a pane of blue velvet in the^ 
myddes 

Itm an aulter clothe of white sarcenett enbroderid w* wa? flowers and garters 
and molett€ in the myddes 

Itm ij aulter clothes of white sarcenet w‘ bloode dropys 

It ij aulter clothes of Russet sarsenett 

Itm vj. Corporas 

Itm ij old aulter clothes 

I tm ij sup altares ® 

Itm V Imagt steynid in lynen clothe® 

Itm an Image of saint Margarett all gilt 

Itm ij Portuous an older and a newer an olde masse boke written / and a masse 
boke in prynte 

Itm ij Psalter bok€ on Reed ' and the lesser blake lymnid 
Itm A lytle Image w‘ a coffyn® 

It a nother psalter couerid w‘ blake and siliJ clapsys 
Itm A Cope of white gold Damaske w‘ orfreys of blue bawdekyn 
Itm ij coopis of crymsyn gold bawdekyn w' offrays w' Imagery 
f 95 Itm ij coopys of crymsyn velvett enbroderid w* Iron to stryke fire/ and thorfreys 
of eagles and molettt 

Itm A foote clothe full of clowdes w' molett€ in the same for the chapell 
Itm A vestiment of white worstid enbroderid w‘ garters and molett€ in the 
same w‘ orfrayes of purple velvett 
Itm A blake furre of boge * 

It a Case of Pypeis' 

Itm xj Arrowes for a Crosse bowe and ij Crosse bowes 
Itm A pair of tables of boone 

Itm iij standers / ij w‘ angellt and thother w' the blue bore, of sarcenet 
Itm A Jakett of blake satteyn furrid w‘ old boge 


xx.\* 


XX* 


iiij 
X.X'' 

xxx’ 
vj* viij' 

xl* 


IIJ* iiij" 
XX* 

xij'' 

ij* 

xij*’ 

xl* 


XXX* 

xij*’ 

X* 

XX* 

irli 


VIJ 

X' 






xxvj* vuj 




xxxnj* iiij 

XX® 

xiij* iiij** 
iij* iiij*’ 

X* 

v® 


' Skochions, shields of arms. 

® Superaltar, a small portable altar slab of stone or marble. 

® Images painted or ‘steynid ’ on linen : a cheap and popular way of adorning hangings. 

* Bound in red leather. , . , , , 

« Cf. the alabaster image of Our Lady and Child with its painted housing, exhibited to the 

Society of Antiquaries on 27th Feb., 1913 {Proceedtiiffs, xxv, 80). 

« Boge, the fur called budge, of lambskin with the wool dressed outwardly. 

~ Probably' a set of shawms, or recorders. 
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It a vestiment of Damaske Red and white 
Itm A litle masse boke 
Itm A stole of lether 

Itm an Image of o*^ Lady with the trinitie in hir wombe' 

I tm A Chest full of frenshe and englisshe bok€ 

Itm XXX surples cose w‘ iiij albys for childern for the chapell 
Itm a frontlett satteyn brigC enbroderid 
Itm A frontelet of Bustian 

f- 95^ Itm A frontelett of crymsyn velvett enbroderid for an aulter w‘ floures 
Itm ij clothes for lectiir clothis of sylke bawdekyn 
Itm ij Curteyns olde Sarcenet w‘ gold floures 
Itm an olde vestyment of blue veluet and thorfreys crymsyn 
I tm A vestyment of blue worstid w‘ thorfreys of I 3 awdekyn 
Itm a crosse ® afore the crosse of diap 
Itm ij candelstickC of white boon 

Itm iiij aulter clothes for ij aulters of diaper enbroderid \\‘ thistill€® 

Itm A vestyment of white Damaske w‘ orfreys of old crymsyn veluett 
Itm ij aulter clothes of Luk€ gold w* panys of blake veluett enbroderid 
Itm iij copys bustian enbroderid w' gart’s 
Itm iiij aulter clothes sarsenet lined 

Itm ij aulter clothes of diaper broderid w' garters and thistillC * 

1 tm A masse boke w‘ clapsys of silu) 

Itm iiij masse bok€ written in velom 

Itm A greate AntiphofD a Legend complete ij grayles and iij processionallf 
Itm vij antiphoners price oon w' another 
Itm vj grales & xx processionall€ 

Itm ij half Legendes 
f. 96 Itm ij printid masse bokis 

Itm vj aulter clothes of lynen clothe 
Itm vij Pricke song bokis bounde in ledr® 

Itm xij Prick song bok€ 

Itm iij pair of cruettC 

Itm A Gospell boke w‘ thone syde cou0d w‘ silQ and a picktur of o'" Lorde 
in it trussid in a cofer w‘in the college of Sudbury 

Sm CCCxxxix'' x'f iiij'’ 


xiij’ iiij'* 

X® 

ij® 


iij'' vj* viij'' 

XX® 

iij* iiij'* 
xij'* 
iij® iiij'* 
ij* viij'* 
xvj'* 
iiij® 


mj® 

xij 




xiij® iiij'* 
vj* viij'* 

XX® 

XX® 

X® 

vj® viij'* 
xl® 


vj" 

iij" 

iiij® 

vj® viij'* 
xlvj® viij'* 
xij® 
xij** 

iij" 


My Lordis apparett 

Itm A gowne tawny chamblett® furrid w‘ old martron 
Itm A blake gowne lynid w* blake sarcenett 
Itm A gowne of grene sylke chamblett lynid w‘ blake velvett 
Itm A gowne of blake velvett furrid w' martorns ’ 

Itm A gowne of blake velvett furrid w' letuons* powderid 
Itm A gowne of crymsyn veluett furrid w‘ martron 
Itm A gowne of crymsyn velvett / veluet uppoh velvet pirlid furrid w' martron xij" 

Itm A gowne of blake tynsell satteyn furrid w‘ sables xx" 

* See note atifc, p. 300. ® Sic, but query for ‘ veil’. ® Perhaps a mistake for ‘vvhistill€ ’• 

* Sic, but query for ‘ whistill^ ® Pricke song, plain song, music sung in unison. 

^ Chamblett, camlet, a cloth or stuff made of wool and silk or linen. 

" Martorns, martens’ skins. * Letuons, lettice, a whitish-grey fur. 


vj" 

xxxiij® 

iij" 

viij" 

vj" 
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Itm 
f. 96 Itm 
Itm 
Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 


f. 97 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 

Itm 
f. 97 ^ Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 
Itm 


XV 


A gowne of crymsyn velvett lined w‘ blake satteyn vj 

A gown of crymsyn velvet lynid w‘ whyte sarcenet w‘ a hode 
A Mantell of blue velvet lynid w‘ white sarcenet uj 

the Robe of estate furrid w‘ myniver of crymsyn velvett w‘ mantell' 
tabbard and circuitt and a hode price all to gither j 

iiij brode yerdes of fyne Russett cloth 

A J ackett of gold lyned w‘ grene sarcenet to were vppon harneis 
A nother Jakett of grene and white velvett 
iij shredes of crymsyn velvett and p''ple 
ij Cappis of mayntennce ‘ 
a Doblet of blake satteyn 
A Jaket of velvet lynid w‘ sarcenet 
A horse harnes wrought corsewise w‘ bokylR 
A typpet of blake velvet furrid / w‘ mariorns w‘ vij lopys of gold 
A Whistell of Ivory garnisshid w‘ gold 
iiij garters w‘ bokles and pendauntf of gold 
a gown old blake satteyn furrid w‘ blake boge 
A gowne of Russett furrid w‘ olde martron 
A Cote of blake satteyn furrid w‘ blake Cony 

Sm Cxj“ X* 

Wardrop stuff at Sudbury in the Friers 

A Counterpoint of Bawdekyn blue and whyte ^\‘ floures of gold 
A spver of the same w‘ white Redde and blue 
iiij Traversis grene 

ij Traversis plonkitt “ and youlowe chaungeable® cont’ a pece in 
and brede xx yerdes 
A Curteyn of Red chaungeable sarsenet 
iij Curteyns of Red tartorn 

A tapett of tapistry con^ ij yerdes dO long and oon yerde dD depe 
A Counterpoint of crymsin satteyn w‘ my lordes armes in hit and a pey-| 
cock enbroderid in the myddes J 

A pece of youlowe lawne and a pece of grene 
ij small Cussheons coQid w‘ redde taffata 
iij Cusshons of satteyn of Brigeis ij short and a nothr long 
an old Cussheon of crj'msyn velvett 

A Cussheon of blue satteyn enbroderid w‘ ij lylly potlt & a crown in the] 
myddes j 

ij olde Cussheons 
A Cussheon of blue worstid 
A standerd 

xj pair of fyne shett le pair v“ sm 
A fyne hedde shete 
XV pair of old shetC 
ix pair of shetf and oon of anotfir sort 


;ii 


;ii 




xxxiij“ inj 

XX® 

X® 

iij® iiij'' 
iij® iiij** 

X® 

xiij® iiij'' 


xiij® iiT 




lenght 


xl® 
iij" 
iij" 

XXX’ 


xl® 

XX® 

iiij" 


"J 
xl® 

X® 

vj® viij'' 

iij" 

xvj® 

iiij® 

iiij* 

iij® iiij'' 
iij® iiij'' 

viij'' 

xx'' 

X® 

Iv® 

vj® 

XXX® 

xxvj® 


1 See an article on ‘The Cap of Maintenance’ by W. H. St. John Hope in English Coronation 
Records by L. G. Wickham Legg (Westminster, 1901), Ixxxii-lxxxviii. 

® Plonkitt, plunket, lead-coloured. ’ Chaungeable = shot. 
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xiij pair of fustians cue w' anothr 
liij pylowbcTCs iiricc ij* and iij otlier price xvil/' Sift 
iiij of lint best mtherbecldes >v*in the Friers 
viij of the next Fellterbcildes 
xviij FethcrlKililcs of another sorte 
sv mattracis w* tlieir bolsters 
A Counterpoint of greae w* lyons 
A tapyt of Domyx jwly 

A nollicr tapyt of tiornex lynitl w* Canvas/ij ycriles iij qft long/ij ycrdcsl 
iij qPi tlepc ) 

A tapyt of domix v yerdes long Ij yerdes iij quarters tlcpe 
A tapett of paly dornix old and sore woren v yerdes long and ij ycrdcsl 
iij qn lirotlc i 

A tapett of paly dornix v yerdes long and iiij depe 
a tapytt of paly dornix iij yerdes dD cu^ way 
A lapcll of paly dornix iij y erdes long ij yerdes iij qR dope 
A tapett of Dornix iij yerdes long and ij yerdes Iij q?t tlcfie 
A tapet of Domix iij yerdo long ij yerdes iij qK dcj:)e 
A tapett of Dornix iij yerdes long j yxirde qlft d^c 
A lajictl of Dornix iij yerdes long ij yerdes iij qrt dcjic 
A tapet of Dornix cont‘ ij )'erde*s lu) long 
a pecc of dornix cont’ iij yerdes ctiy* wayc 

A tapett of Domix ij yerdes iij quart's long and a noilier litlc i)ccc 
a tapett ij yerdes long and a yerde tffi dejn; 

A tapett of Dornix iiij yerdes long and iij yerdes iij quarters dejx: 

A tapett of Domix iij yerdes long 
a iiothr old tapett rent on thone side 
a noihr tapet <»f v yerdes long and a ytnle dejic 
a tapet of Dornix iiij yerdes long a yerde qfi dt-pe 
A tapett of Dornix of iij yerdes iij qft long ^ ^ 

a tapet of Dornix iij yeirles dD long ij yerdes iij qft de[H: 

A tapett of paly Domix iij yerdes iij ipiartcrs dc}>c 
A tapett of ij yerdes j qR eii/ way 

A tappell of Dornix ij yerdes iij qH long and ij yerdes di) depe 
H tapilt ij yerdeji dD of dornix long 
A tapett of Domix iiij yerdes dD long ij yerdes qft dejie. 
a tappell of Domix iij yerdes <0 long ij ycrtles i|Pi depe 
A tajietl of Dornix ij yerdes dO depe 
A laptut of Dornix v yerdes qft long ij yerdes iij ijft dejn; 

A sp\*eG paly Dornix 
a noilier spii of Dornix 
Jj spQs of r)ornix droppy |w«ly 
an old spO of Dornix 

A tapett of Domix viij yeriles long aiul ij yerdes qft depe 
an old spif of Domix stripy 

a tafHiit of Domix iij yerdes long ij yerdes dD dejie 
A sperver of olde saye w‘ the soiine lieamcs 

an old tapett of laplsiry w‘ a lyon In the neither ende cling of a best coni' I 
Iij yerdes long and iiij depe ) 
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iij* v]’’ 
Viij" 
viij" 
ix" 

XX* 

vj* viij' 
vj* viij'' 
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iij* iiij'' 
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V 

iij* iiij'' 
ii|* iiij'' 
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v* 

nj* iiij'' 
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xx'* 

xy** 
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Itm A Counterpoint of tapistrj- iij yerdes dD long iij yerdes qrt brode an) 
antlop \v‘ a cheyn j 

Itm viij Norwiche couerlettf olde 
Itm iiij longe carpettf olde and sore worn 
. Itm iij good carpettC of a yerde dD long 
Itm xj olde tapytt€ 

Itm A Counterpoint of fyne verdure olde woren cont’ in lenght and Brede xx , 
flemissh stikkC 

Itm A tapytt of tapistry w* saint george in the myddes cont’ in lenght iiij , 
yerde & iiij yerdes dD depe 

Itm A pece of olde grene tapistry w‘ my lordC worde and his armes and his 
late wiffC with molettf & clowdes vj yerdes long & iiij depe 
Itm A nother pece of the same cont’ iiij yerdes dD long 
Itm a nother pece of the same of iij yerdes dD long 

It a nother pece of iij yerdes iij qrt eu^ way / 

It a nother pece of iij yerdes dD eu;^ way 

It a nother pece of viij yerdes long iij yerdes dD depe 

It another pece of vj yerdes dD long and iij yerdes iij quarters depe / muche 
like thother price all togither one with a nother 
f- 99^ Itm A tapett of olde counteriett Arreis verduB cont vj yerdes qrt in lenght iij 
yerdes qrt depe 

Itm A tapet of olde tapistry verdure / v yerdes dD long & ij yerdes iij qrt depe 
It a nother like stuff of vij yerdes 

It a nother pece of old broken verdure w‘ best€ in it vj yerdes long and iij 
yerdes depe 

Itm an olde Counterpoint of tapistry iiij yerdes long & iij brode w* a man 
having a pott in his hande 

Itm A Counterpoint of olde tapistry verdure w‘ a gentilman and a woman 
bering eche of them a hawke cont’ iiij yerdes long and iij yerdes brode 
Itm A Bankar^ vij yerdes long and a yerde brode of olde verdure 
Itm an old bankar w* an old Image of o*^ Lady in the myddes with Damaske 
floures 

Itm A lytle tapet verdure vndB a wyndowe 

Itm ij pec€ of Dornyx paly for hanging^ cont’ both togither viij yerdes long 
Itm a nothr pece of dornix paly lynid iij yerdes iij quarters long / ij yerdes) 
iij qrt depe j 

Itm A standing bedde of Dornyx strypy 
It a spQ of Dornix Droppy lined w‘ canvas 
Itm A Celo*" of old verdure w* fringC 

Itm a tapett of old fyne verdure cont’ eu^ waye ix flemisshe sticks lined 
Itm A narowe tapett of tapistry cont’ in lenght and brede xij flemisshe stickk^ 
f. loo Itm A lytle tappett of grene w‘ my lordes Armes w‘ crankett€ molett€ and 
blue bores 

Itm iij pect of coQlett bery werke cont’ all in lenght xviij yerdes lined w‘ 
canvas & a yerde qrt depe 

Itm A Counterpoint of vnykornes and a gryffyu of verdure tapistry olde 
Itm an olde counterpoint of tapistry iij yerdes long and ij depe 

’ Bankar, banker, a covering for a bench. 
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I tin i] Uiiitrt of o!de tapislr)’ vrriluro w' shopr anti shepardcs cont* both ln| 

Icnght xij ycrdcH v ymles tlepe I 

Itm an ohle i;n»eii of Arrcis vrdurc countrrfcl coni’ v ycrdcs q?t long/iij 
) ercles dD ^pe 

Itm a tapctc of the donu; ‘ accustomed to be o3 the high aulter cont’ in l^nghl 
ifc bredc xxviij flcniisshe stickis 
Ttrn iij ohle Qoyltf 

Itm A qoylt nevve madew* (lonrc delict ami Roses 
Itm A pair of biankettf 
Itm xij pair of blanketlC uide 

Itm iiij Curteyns of domex ii) w' yrene stavys and one paly 
Itm a long p)iowe and iij other large ones 
Urn XV small pylowes downe 
I im iiij other small pilowes co'se 
Irm iij feble fethcrbetldcs W holsters 

Itm A Counterpoint of old verdure cont’ xxx Remisshe stickC 
f. loo^ Itm X olilc Onsshcons of verdure 

Itm A tapet of old counierfet arics verduS cont’ iiij yerdes long and v and iiji •, 
qPt depe ^ ... J ^ ^ 

Itm A small counterpoint of verdure iij yerdes long ij yerdes di) brode 
lim another olde countopuint of \^’rdvire/uii ycrtlcs long/iij jrrdca & a qrt 
brode 

Ifm A Canapy of grene saye enbroderid w' crankettC and moleitt v yerdes 
long frengid 

Itm v Cu-ssheons ehbrotlerid 
Itm [biank^ other Cusshcons of stripy dornix 

Itm V long Cusshcons xx** 

Itm A -server* of crymsyn tynscll and grene damaskc with curteyns of crymsjTiI 
and youloo sarcenet lynid w* blue bokcr3 ) •' 

Itm A counterpoint of the siime cont’ xx yenles euy* way lineil w* blue liokei^ iij** vj’ viij 
Itm vj Curteyns and a sperver of white clothe old and toren 

Itm ix pylowe.s i.\* 

It an old coQIng of Nor%vIche makyng iiij* 

Itm ij counterpoint^ of old verdure v* 

It vj olde s|>crvcrs all lortil a canapy of old sattcyh of sypers w' a countcr-j 
point of old grene verdure j 

Itm an old counterpoint of oldc verdure broken w' vyncs and grapes ij* 

It V bankers olde w* laml>es w’ an oldcgreno tappett \\‘ moIetiC and my lordesl 
wortic in it I 

f. lOi Itm viij pec? of olde grene saye 

It iiij pe^ of Dornix, olde and sore woren 
It a hanker of ohle verdure 

It v pec? of oldc Re<l saye enbroderid w‘ men anil women 
It XXXV old toren pec? of reil saye 

Itm vij |Xrc? of olile saye enhiwlerid with gentilwomen on horsebake 
I tm A sperver of old died diap of grene and incarnacion colour 
Itm to litle furfes of Otter to lye on a bed 


XV* 

xl* 

xiij* iiij** 

XV* 

tlj* lUj” 

xii* 

viij* 

• ’ *** 4 ! 

yi* viip 

xv* 

xvj** 

XX* 

X* 
vj* 


iiij* 

X* 


iij' inj” 

v* 

ij' 


iij* iiij'* 


viij* 


Iij* I Iij" 

iij* iiij'* 

•J’ 

x* 

XX* 

X* 

X* 

X* 


* Dome, the Doom. 


* Sic, fur * sperv'er *. 
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iij“ vj® 
xxxiij' 


X" 


Itm ij panys of old Redde furrid with myniver olde 
Itm viij Canstykt and xij olde plates 

Itm A cheir couerid w' old crymsyn velvet w‘ fringf of gold and silke 
Itm V cheslt one w‘ another 

Sm Cvij'* vj’ ij** 

’ Stuff at Colchester w*in saint John is Abbey 

Itm iij aulter clothes oon of saint John Baptist another of saint Petur and) 
another of saint Thomas J 

It vij tapitt€ of counterfeit arreis w‘morions^ xxj 

Itm vj tapytlt of tapistry w‘ chaiers and whistilR cont’ all in lenght & dept] 
xiij stickkC 

Itm iij old tapytt^ of lylly pottf cont’ in lenght & dept ihj stickk€ 

Itm A tapett of the viij valiaunt€® olde and sore woren 
f. loi b Itm iiij tapettt of the ix orders of AngelR conteynyng all in lenght & dept viij 
stickt 

Itm viij tapett^ of olde arres sore woren 

Itm iiij tapettC of Porcenna and Cleoda* cont’ all in lenght and dept CCxvj 
flemisshe stikkt 

It A Celo*^ & a testo"" of red satteyn w* a lyon driving a Whilebarowe & a 
counterpoint of y® same 

Itm A quylt of Redde sarcenet w‘ my lordes armes in hit 
It a counterpoint of cloth of bawdekyn panid red and blue 
It a counterpoint of blue bawdekyn w‘ treis of gold and white greyhoundes 
It an old bedde of Bawdekyn w‘ lions of gold 
Itm a litle Celo'' and a testo*^ of white cloth of gold of bawdekyn and a counter-) 
point of the same /iij Curteyns of sarcenett panid white and grene thatj- x'* 
was for his ryding bed and iiij angellt gilt vppon tymbr ) 

Itm A Celo*^ and a testo'" of f> ne blue areis old and woren w' floure delict of gold xl* 
It A Celo" and a testour of counterfett areis after thistory of Daniell iiij" 

Itm A Counterpoint of woodehouse Myned w' canvas cont’ in lenght and brode) 

XXX flemisshe stickt j 

Itm A testo"® and a testo" of counterfet areis of thistory of Kyng Alexandr iiij" 
Itm A Celo" and a testo" of blue counterfett Areis of the passion ofo" Lorde/ 

& the salutacion of o" Lady and a counterpoint of the same of thassump- 
cion of our Lady 


xnj® nij“ 
vj* viij" 

X* 

xxxiij* iiij" 


viij" 

iiij" 


xx“ 

x" xvj* 


vj" 

1 * 

iiij" 

XX* 


X* 


X" 


IX" 


’ Morions, Moors, blackamoors, or black men. See also the description of a salt on p. 329. 

* The identity of the ‘viij valiauntes’ is somewhat doubtful. Originally there were nine valiants 
or worthies. Joshua, David, and Judas Maccabaeus j Hector, Alexander, and Caesar, Arthur, 
Charles the Great, and Godfrey de Bouillon. Dante, in the 18th canto of his Paradise, substitutes 
three Christians for the three Pagans and suppresses David, bringing the number down to eight: 
Joshua, Judas Maccabaeus, Orlando, William (the Conqueror according to Didron), Renaud (or 
Rinaldo), Robert Guiscard, Charles the Great, and Godfrey de Bouillon. (See Didron in Annates 
Archcologiques, xvii, 299.) The Provost of King’s, Dr. M. R. James, whose kind help in the first place 
I must acknowledge, tells me, however, that he finds a difficulty in believing that Dante s selection 
could have percolated (otherwise not coming to the surface) to the maker of tapestries, and suggests 
instead the eight kings and knav'es who appear in the packs of cards. Here, I fear, the matter for 
the present must rest. . 

® 5 «r, for ‘ Cloelia’. * Woodehouse, wodewose, a wild man of the woods. lor Cclor . 
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f. loa Itm Ij olde tapitt€ of hawking xlvj* vlij** 

Itm a tapett of hunting xl* 

It ij pect of bury makyng lined w* canvas xxvj® vdij** 

Itm an old Selo*^ of tapistr)' xxx® 

Itm viij Cussheons of carpett worke viij® 

Itm iij Cussheons w‘ a man and a woman in them ij* vj** 

It A Cussheon of tapistry w* a lyon in it xy** 

It ij olde carpitt€ - ij* 

' Itm ij Cussheons w‘ shepe in them xx** 

It a cussheon w‘ a mapull and an Oke in hit xvj** 

Itm A Carpett w‘ a blue bore in hit xxx* 

^ Itm A greate Carpit w‘ Rosys in hit with a garter iiij” 

Itm A greate carpit the grounde red with molettt garters and crankittC xx* 

Itm a nother carpit with thise wordes therein / In dno confido xv* 

Itm another newe carpitt w‘ diuerse knottf and redde Rosys therin xxvj* viy"* 

Itm an olde carpit longing to the closett w‘ Redde Rosys and Whyte x* 

Itm A carpit and diuerse knottf in the same & theryn in Dho confido xx* 

It A carpett the grounde carnacion and Red w* litle knottt in hit xiij* iiij** 

Itm A carpit the grounde yelowe and Redde Rosys and White xxxiij* iiij** 

Itm A nother carpit w‘ a trayle of grene & the grounde of Purple xiij* iiij** 

Itm ij long Cussheons of clothe of gold xxxiij* iiij*^ 

f. 102 ^ Itm A square cussheon of cloth of tisshewe x* 

Itm ij square cussheons of gold bawdekyn xiij* iiij'* 

Itm A Cussheon of crymsyn velvett and crymsy* satteh enbroderid w* skalop] •, ...j 
shellis 

Itm A long Cussheon w‘ nedill werke w‘ ij Calygreyhoundes in hit xxxiij* iig** 

Itm iiij cussheons of purple veluett enbroderid w‘ crankett€ xxxiij* iiij** 

Itm A long Cussheon of purple veluet enbroderid w' a target of mv lordes) . ...j 

armes & my ladies } 

Itm iij Cussheons of purple Damaske enbroderid w‘ Calygreyhondes xv* 

Itm A cussheon long and sejuare of Rebon lact red and tawny stripid w* gold xxvj* vlij** 
Itm A Square Cussheon of Rebound lac€ white and grene x* 

Itm A square Cussheon of lac€ Reboh Red and youloo viij* 

Itm A Cussheon of satteyn of Brugt stripid w‘ white and Red vj* viy"* 

Itm vj Cussheons of Nabugodoniso’’ is story' of counterfett areis xx* 

Itm ij Cheyres couerid w‘crimsin veluett xxvj* viij** 

, Itm ij standardes w‘ stuff xx* 

Itm ij litle carpett€ w‘ knottt of beyonde see makyng x* 

Itm A yelowe carpett w' knottf xvj* viij'' 

f. 103 Sm Clxxxxij" xiij* v'' 


I 'ebtis owing to the testato^ at the houre of his deth 


It of debtf owing to hym 


MCCCxxxiij" vj* 


Sm to"* hui® 
Inuentarii 


t 

m 


f. 103 ^ 


Sm patz 

viii. cevj" xvij* vig** ob’q 
Endorsed in a later hand : Inuentariu omj & singuloru bono4 Comitt oxon &c 


' The story of Nebuchadnezzar: see the Book of Daniel. 
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IX.— On a B*'OfKC Objcd of the Ijttc-Ccltk Ikriod rea-n/ly (tdiled to the British 
Museum. By Sir Ciiarlks Hercitles Re:VD, UM)., F.B.M., Fue-Fresuieut. 


Read 28th January, 1915. 


Amont. a large number of weapons and other objects recently transferred 
from the l ower armouries to the British Museum is one of the curious stirrup¬ 
like ol)Jc:cts of bronze familiar as l)cing found in Late-Celtic burials with the 
remains of diariots or horses. Unfortunately it has no history. 

I'hc specimen that forms the subject of this communication is made of cast 
bronze, highly finished, as is invariably the cjisc with objects of lliis particular 
civiliziition; its length is loj in. by 7J in. wide (pi. XX\ i^)- 

The structure of the piece is that of a rounded kir, the [)rojection at the top 
being rather more massive than the rest. This projection terminates in an open¬ 
work ornament of a design somewhat unusual even among the remains of British 
craftsmanship. Seen from cither face it represents a vigorous letter S shape, the 
seri)enline line being continued over the top. so that the same figure is again 
seen there, while In the middle of each 5 is a ro.settc. 

'Ilie two sides of the arch difTer considerably, one being a plain bar, whUe 
the other expands in the mid<lle of the curve into tw'o loops with a cylinder 
between, the design being accentuated by flutes and lines filled with dots. 

The two ends arc orniunented w ith helical motives, on one prong on both 
facc.s, on the other on one only ; in botli cases the open end is provided with 
a l)ar, to wiiich a strap might have been attached Before arriving at the ends, 
however, one encounters on each prong a rivet with a triple gablc-en<l on the 
inner .side, and an ornamental cap.sulc on the outer side. Working freely t)n this 
rivet by a ring attachment, is a quadrangular socket, with a rivet hole in each, 
but the rivet passed lengthwa'.se in the one socket and transversely in the other. 
From this feature it is dear that some attachment proceeded at more or less 
right angles from the line of the prongs. 

'I his example is the most elaborate of any that I know, and I think may 
provide an explanation of how the instrument \v;ts used. 
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\Vc have in the British Museum une jKiir of these, tound with a liorses bit, 
and two others, found siiif^ly. 1'he pair i> so deeaye<l as to lx- of no help in the 
elucidation of the problem. In the ease ol ll\e single specimens, one lias the two 
prongs provided with simple loop.s, while the projection is a i.)lain bar, bent at 
right angles, entirely iinornninented ; the other has its prongs furnished with two 
loops projecting at right angles, while the end of the prong itself is exactly like 
the half of a 1111 lert .shell; the projection in this case is a plain .s^ilid filbcrt- 
sha|jcd knob. Here, again, is veiy little help. 

From their occurrence witli bridle bits, ihtrsc objects have been considereil 
as having something to do with horses; but the only dclinitc theory as to their 
pi*ccisc use is projx^unded by PrfTessor William Ridgeway, in his interesting 
work on The Origin and Injlnence oj the Thoroughbred Horse. Here he makts* 
the suggestion that the j)uq)ose of thc.se enigmatical objects is to prevent the 
reins from falling on the ground and becoming entangled among the horse's 
feet. This, theory he founds on the analogy* of certain woorlen objects in the 
Archaeological Museum at b'lorcnce which arc shown jx'ndent from the yoke 
of an Egyptian chariot from Thebes, and believ’ed to date Irom the lourteenth 
century n.c [op. ci/.. p. 225). 1 assume that there is some? evidence that these loops 
originally hung as shown in the ligure, but no such evidence Ls given. They 
are simj)ly V-shaped objects su^fienrled w ith their point.** downwards, mid so far 
resemble our stirrup-shaped bronzes. On j). .i»>2, he gives under the heading of 
'The Rein-rings* a more particular aci'oiml of their u.se, and there follow* illu.s- 
tralions of two bron/e ‘stimips’ from Ireland in tigs. 138 and 139. These latter 
have much the same characteristics as those already dcscrilied. After a quota¬ 
tion from Homeric analogues and another from Irish texts, Prolessor Ridgeway 
sums up as follows: 

• We may therefore conclude that the curious w ooden objects on the Floren¬ 
tine yoke were really a primitive contrivance for keeping the reins in place, and 
that the Irish implements arc simply a more elaborate form of the siime tyj)e,‘* 

Here I think the Professor is wrong, and this for two reasons. In the first 
jfijice, I think it is clear that the British peoples, whoj»e art we are dealing with, 
liad already a much lictterand more practical contrivance for ki-eping the reins 
from falling to the ground, and in the second place the contrivances shown on 
the stirrup now before us. contrivances not found on any other cxamjde knowm 
to me, .seem to prove conclu.sively that thi: stirrup was tar more likely to have 
been worn with it> ]>rojecli<>n upwards tlian downwards. 

To take the first point. ‘Hie Stjciety may remember my bringing to its 


' Wilde, Cat. }>. 699, Iwy of llii: slirrni», an(l argues as Kidgeway does. 
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notice, in certain ornamental bronze rinj»irv from borse-trappingii, known as 
terretSu It was. I think, ver) s;itisfar.lorily domonstratod, both from the object 
itself and from the analogy of both modern and ancient practice, that these terrets 
were without rloubl used for the purpose of holdinj^f up the reins at a point near 
the horses head. The best illustration that has occurred to me is to be found 
on a hansom i\ib of to-day. If terrets were known, it would hardly be argued 
that so awkward an instniment and one so much less practical as this stirrup 
would ever be preferred. 

With reganl to the .se<!ond point. Some of these .stirrups have elaborate 
decoration on the knob at the end of the projection; if the knob w^crc hangincr 
clow'nw'ards this ornament would be hiflden and useless.* 'Diis may seem a small 
matter, but it is worth noting. A stronger argument i.s to lx* founri in the pre¬ 
sence upon the specimen now in question of the two rectangular sockets working 
on the rivets at the ends of the prongs. It is in my opinion unquestionable that 
whatever fitted into these sockets, whether a leathern strap or something of 
metal, must have proceeded at approximately a right angle from the line of llie 
prong, and this seems to me to open up quite a new' idea, and one that will 
militate agaiiLSt the theory of the stirrup hanging point flownwardr>. 1 feel 
convinced that it w'as w'orn the other way up. and is in fact comparable w'ith the 
plumes .seen on the heads of horses at many times and in many countries. In 
our own time almost the onl}’ survival is to be seen on the heads of the horses 
at a somewhat elaborate funeral. If this explanation Ije accepteil. all the 
dilTicultics vanish, in the light of the present specimen. The two prongs of 
the .stirrup would then be placed over the horse’s neck, immediately in front of the 
mane, and its attachment firmly in position would be the simplest operation. The 
loops at the extreme ends of the prongs would scn'c for the attachment of a strap 
which would go under (lie horse’s neck, w'hllc a second strap would proceed from 
the two s^Kkets near the end of the prongs, and this could pa.ss around the 
animal's forehead. I venture to submit that this is more satisfactory as an 
explanation, and meets the conditions better, than that given by Profc.ssor 
Ridgeway. 

I have before mcnlioncd that the two sides of the stirrup differ, one being 
much more ornamented than the other. This fact, taken in conjunction with 
their being found in pairs, would lead one to think that the economy of ornament 
w;ls suggestetl by tlic consideration that any decoration would only be seen 
from one .side, and it was a w"aste of energy to decorate the inner sides of the 
two ornaments. 


' XX, 56. 


* See Ridgeway's figs. 138, 139. 
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The Dublin Museum contains thirty-three examples; of these sixteen are 
damaged, and their width thereby changed, while seventeen are perfect. The 
average width of these is 6 in.; the greatest yi in., the smallest 5§ in. 

Mr. Armstrong writes: 

‘ I tried one of the large ones on a big model race-horse we have in the Museum, and 
it just fitted well. The objects are easily bent, and their present width is not the full 
extent to which the arms could be stretched if necessary. I think 3’^our view as to how 
they were worn is the most convincing that has been suggested.’ 

A spur-like object, with rivets and rivet-holes, all of iron, was found in the 
Lake of Paladru, near Voiron (Is^re); but this is not on so large a scale as the 
Irish specimens, its total length being 8-6 in., the length of the stem 44 in. 
(figured in Munro, Lakc-dwellhigs of Europe, p. 301, fig. 93, no. 12; Keller, 
Loke-dwellings of Switzerland (transl. J. E. Lee), pi. cxcii, fig. 6). In any case, 
this specimen would seem to be more probably of the Merovingian or 
Carlovingian period, according to the associated objects and in the opinion 
of the accomplished excavator, Monsieur Ernest Chantre, of Lyons. 


tlw 'I'opogt'aphy of the Cistercian Abbey of Tower Hill, By A. \V. 

Clapham, /;>/, FS.A. 


K('nd i8rh Frbninr\% i9>5- 


Till; yrounil immediately to the e:ist of the city ditch of London was 
o<'cu|)ied in medieval time-s liy three important relij^ious foundations, an al)l)ey 
of Franciscan nuns, another of Cistercian monks, and the great hospital of 
St. Katherine by the 'lower. With the exception of one wall on the site of the 
first-named house, no trace of any of them survives, though the great church of 
St. Katlicrinc remained until the last ccntur\'. The Abbev of St. iVlan'' of Craccs, 
with which wc arc immediately concerned, was the latest foundation of the 
Cistercian Order in England; over half a century separates it from the latest 
of the previous houses, and only a few Carthusian* houses, the Hridgettine 
ruinner}' of Sion, and some convents of Observant Franciscans are of later date. 
'I'he house was commonly known .‘is Tower Hill or New Alibey, and is siiid to 
have been also called Eastminster in contr.'idistinction to the great Benedictine 
house in the western suburbs; for this title, however, I hav'e not yet found any 
ancient authority. 

The history of the foundation is in .some respects similar to that of the 
l-ondon Charterhousi?, for the sites of liolh of them had previou.sly served as 
cemeteries for the victims of the Black Death. 1 he Tower Hill cemetery had 
been acquired by John Corey, clerk,' from the canons of Holy'IVinity, Aldgate, 
and a chapel built there which was by him sold to the king, Edward ill, when 
that monarch founded the Cistercian house in 1350.= 'I'hc first establishment 
coii-sisted of five monks from Beaulieu Abbey,* witli Walter dc Sancta Crucc, 
late Abbot of Crarendon. as their Warden or [’resident; it was first termed 
simply the Chapel of our Lady of Grace. The foundation was subsequently 
enlargc'd l>y the addition of one monk in 1358' by the king and by two more in 
1375 ;ls a eondilion of a beque-st by Sir Nicholas Loveyne.* From this period 
or (;:irhcr Ihe superiors were called Ablx»ts. The house was at first jK'orly 

’ Slow, .Swrj'^ of London. 

* Cal. of Pal. Polls, 1422 9, |>. 89, ntui Adtl. Chartci^ 39405 - 

* Add. MS. 15664, fol. I# * Add. Charters 39405. 
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endowed, but by the close of the fourteenth cenluiy its revenues were consider¬ 
able, and at the dissolution it stood third in annual value of the Enj^lish Cis¬ 
tercian houses, beinpf only surpassed by Fountains and Furness. 'J he erection 
of the necessary buildinj^s was at first very slow, and in 1368 Bishop Sudbury 
refers to them us * the church cloister and ncccssaty houses not yet built V 
In J374 the work wiis expedited by a papal relaxation of enjoined i)enance to 
those who on the princii)al feasts of the year and on that of St. ;\jme, in \vhi>se 
honour the church w.'is founded, visited and gave alms to tlie church of the 
Cistercian monastery of St. Man’ de Gratiis.* 

in 1377 (’ountess Marie dc St. Pol, widow of Aylmer de Valence, left 
a bequest to the work of the church.^* and in 1379 nionks received a royal 
gmnt of 100 marks for the ncccssaiy buildings.* 

in 1391 the financial position of the house must have vastly imjnoved, as two 
half-yearly accounts of the BursJir are j)reserved at the Record f)fFice which 
show expenditure on building.s and equipment of^ii2K.v. io</. and ^{,*125 6>‘. 1 u/. 
respectively.' These accounts are ilelailcd, and are of considerable interest. 
The church wa.s then practically complete, except for the paving, and the new 
buildings in progress inclurlcd the monks’ tarmcryand several chambers in the 
Abl>ots lodging and elsewhere. The more important items are as follows: 

To John Reynold, carpenter, for making a new house and ‘camera' in the 
abbey on the west side thereof, on the cast side of the small garden of the 
Abbot, and for three new tenements next the king’s highway towards the west 
;^52; 650 ft of new paving Iwught for paving our church ; for one boat load of 
lime for making the foundations of the new farmery and carriage of the same, 
145.; to two mason layers for making the new foundations of the monks’ 
farmery, i2.v.; for mason layers for the new pavement in our quire, about the 
high altar anrl in the vestiy, 20.v.-. ; to tlie same masons for works in the kitchen 
and other, 4.V. TO//. ; paid to Roger the smith for hinges, hooks, keys, and <Hver.s 
other things of iron for the new tenements on Tower Hill, to the cast of the 
' Crouchhousc’ there, and for other tenements in Lon<lon, ami for divers candh'- 
sticks of iron for our church and in our kitchen, 2(>s. 11//. ; to Walter ’lylcr for 
tiling the new monk.s' farmery, 2av. ; for one lK>at load of ragstone, 23.V. ; for 100 
cstrclx)rds for the doors and windows in the new farmery and carriage, 223.8//.; 
in freestone bought for the new chimney in the new chamlwr for the monks' 
farmery. 185. 8//.; in 3.700 tiles bought for paving our churcli, ^'18 115. 6//.; to 
John Reed, carpenter, for making two new doors in the church and for divers 

' Ren. fol, 105. > {?a/, Papitt Le/hrs, iv, |i. 199. 

' S<;o Mr. Jrnkinson's pajKT, p, .^33. 

* MaUoJt, Fnmtul. * P.K O. Ministers’Accounts, 1258, No. i. 
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Fi( 5 . 1 . Abbey f>l Mary vf Graces: plan of the site (scale. 88 (L to i in.). 

{Ktf^fodttctdt wiUt oMi/iKHS, from fAt Ofdmtnn Survry with thf xinUivn vf Uu Contrvthr o/ H.M, Strttianny Oj^ot} 
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olhtir works, 12 a-.; for ;i new and j^reai ladder kouglit for the bell tower, toy.: 
priicl for i,/|or> ft. of pavement for paving our quire and vestry, ib.y. (h/. 

('hantrics were founded in the church in 1380,* ** 1422,* and 1442 " by Richard 
Rothyng, stock-fishmonger, Robert Fitzrobert, grocer, and Thomas C'hinnor, 
the last named in the chapel of St. iVnnc. In 1415 the Abbot and his successors 
detained the right to use the mitre and other episcopal insignia.* 

Notliing further is heard of the buildings until 1494. when Sir Thomiis 
Montgomery desired to be buried in the chapel of our Lady, which he had lately 
new built.* 'Hie abbey was surrendered in .September, 1538, when its revenues 
amounted tO;^6o2 115. lol^/. gross and^5.|7 o.v. 6^/. net.* 

In the thirty-fourth year of Henry VIIT (13,12 3) the precinct of the abbey 
was granted to Sir Arlliur Darcy,’ and remained apparently in his possession 
until his dcatli in 1562. According to Stow I 3 arcy ‘dene pulled down the 
buildings*, but he probably retained a part, as he was living there when 
he died. 

I'hc site shortly aftervvard.s came into the hand.s of the Crown, and at the dose 
of the century it was used as a victualling yard for the queen's navy.* It served 
lor the same and other government purposes lor the next two hundred yeai^ 
being a tobacco warehouse in lyqo." In 1810 the whole site Wtis cleared, and 
the e.xisting buildinj^ of the Royal Mint were erected 

The materials available for the reconstruction of the plan of the buildings 
and j)recinct fall naturally into two divisions. (<7) post-suppression plans of the 
site, and (/;) descriptions of the site in grants, etc. 

The first t)f tliese categories is made up for all practical purposes of two docu¬ 
ments the fii-st a .sixteenth-century ‘pictuR* plan'of a part of the site (Hg. 2), 
reproduced in the first volume of the London and Middlesex iVi'chaeological 
Society, Uie original ol whiclt formerly at Carleton Ride, is probably now at the 
Record Office, but I have been unable to trace it; the second document (fig. 3) 
is a large plan to a sixteenth scale of the victualling yard, amongst the Domestic 
.State Papers of Charles 1 .“* It may be mentioned that there is a block plan of the 
same site to a much smaller scale in the State Papers ol James I,*' but it adds 
nothing to the information given by the later |)lan, and may be neglected. Win- 
gaerde’s view of London shows only a church with a central tower without any 
recognizable details, 

* Slwr|)c, Cnltndnr oj IViiif, ii, ai3. * Jbid^ ii, 437, ® P.C. of Cant 15 Rons. 

* ('nl. iMtera, o. • Nictiols, Test. fV/i/5., 396. 

* X 'ator Ealesiastlats, i, 398. 399. ' Pal. 34 Men, VM t, pt. 3.111. 15, * Stow, op. cil. 

* See MorwcKxJ’s Map of London, 1799. •* .S. P. Clias. I, vol. 301, no. .ja. 

** 5 . P, Ja-s. I, Vo!. 156, no. 14. 



Fi^ X Ahbev uf Su Nury of (jraccs: plan of ihc Farmery and Ccirdcasi in llic siixlccnlh century. 
{Rrfrvilucttl, ly f<nniiiiOH,from (ht TranMdiotu of tkt IjmdoH and UMUttx ArfAoi'O^f/iwiif Sucitfy, vuU i) 
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The second catej^ory includf^^ the Bursars accounts menlloncd above, the 
description of the site in the grant to Sir Arthur E)arcy, and casual references 
to parts of the cliun'h in an early sixteenth-century list of burials. Compara¬ 
tively few wills of persons buried here arc prc.servcd.and few of thc.se give any 
particular reference to the building. 

It will thu.s be seen that the availaljlc information on the subject Is un- 
u.sually scanty, but as the plan of the latest Cistercian hou.se must be of con- 
sideral>le interest, and the use of the |)rc.sent building on the site negatives any 
attempt at excavation, it will perhaps not bcvalueles.s to attempt to reconstruct 
the plan. 

The Precinct represented with tolerable accuracy by the bountls of the 
existing enclosure of tlie Royal Mint, and is ihu.s described in the grant to 
Sir A Darcy, dated T5..12-3'—‘froiu a certain wall called the brick wall, 
toward.s our said tower of London up to the Fnrmcr\' there, and thence by 
a certain other wall called a brick wall adjoining the said Farmery up to 
a certain wall called a cross mud wall, adjacent to a piece of land Ujoking 
towards a certain tenement there called (‘oppid hall on the east part, and 
thence direct to a certain lane called Ilogg-lanc towards the north, and then 
turning west up to a certain wall called a mud wall, and thence by the said 
wall to a certain place and garden there in the tenure of Klizalicth Hawte, 
widow, up to a wall there called a brick wall standing in the same garden, and 
thence direct to the tenement of the said Elizabeth l lawte on the .south part.' 

F'rom tliLs description it is possible to identify the precinct on the large plan, 
and the limits approximate to thepresent boundaries of theRoyal Mint. 'I’hcsouth- 
cast corncrof the site is excellently shown on tlieCarleton Riile plan, which enables 
us to identify the buildings there sketched as the Farmery. The grant goes on 
to mention particularly the farmery and all that garden called the ‘Pyne appletre' 
garden, the tenement formerly in the occupation of Elizabeth Hawte, the 
tenement and garden adjoining formerly in the occupation of Antony of Naples, 
a close called Bartholomew Close formerly in the occupation of Sir William 
Rothe or Roche, alderman, the whole cemetery, a garflen called the (!onvcnt 
Garden, and one Dove-house, I lie Fine Apple-tree Garden and the ( Convent 
Garden are shown on the ('arleton Ride plan, and the Dove-house i.s no doubt 
the limljer-lramed structure .also shown there. The house and garden of 
Antony of Naples .are de.scribed m a grant to him .as being 120 ft. from ea.st 
to west, and 50 ft. from north to .south, and lying within the gale of the .s.aid 
former monaster)’ next to the church on the north juirt. 


‘ /'’«/.34 lieu. VUI, pi. 3, m. 15. 
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Fig. 3- Abbey of St. Marj' of Graces : plan of the site in the early seventeenth century, 
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'I’he northern boundary of ihe site, called in the grant and plan Hogg 
Lane, had by the early years of the seventeenth ccntuiy become known as 
Rosemary 1-anc, and is so denominated in tlic James 1 plan. It has now again 
changed its name to Royal Mint Street. 

As will be seen, the grant makes no mention of the buildings composing 
the monjister\' itself, except the farmery. 'Hie P>iirsars accounts, however, also 
mention the farmery, the church, and the Abbot’s hnlging, but the site of these 
would be quite indeterminate without the aid of the plan among the State Papers. 

Before turning to this it will be well to note that the churrli was not 
complete until over forty years after the foundation, and there can \w. little 
doubt that during those forty years die monks made use of the chapel founded 
by John Corey in the time of the Black Death. 

Turning now to the plan among the State Papers, it will be noticed that 
nothing can l>e gathered from the drawing as to the antiquity of the various walls, 
luU on the otlier hand certain features ivrc easily recognizable as having formed 
part of the monastic plan. The great gatehouse with its great and little portals 
was still standing fronting Tower Hill, and is an extraordinary example of the 
continuitj^ of the building tradition in London, for it Ls represented almost 
exactly by the northern of Smirke’s two modem gatewa}^ into tlie Mint I'his 
gate opened on to an open space called on the plan the Circat ('ourl, and to 
the north we may place the houses and gardens of the Italian, Antony of 
Naples, and the widow Elizabeth Hawte. On the south of the court was the 
conventual church, and its position is generally detinetl by the preservation in 
the plan of the monastic cloister, which was a slightly irregular oblong enclo 
sure no ft. by 6oft,. with alleys about 12 ft. wide. Adjoining the north side are 
two long enclosures, which probably represent the monastic nave, and together 
have a length of J03 ft. and an internal width of 23! ft. On the north side is 
a small projecting porch in about the usual position for such features. If this 
identification be correct, the nave was aisleles.s, and considering the fact that 
the abbey was founded after the practical extinction of the Cistercian ovtveni 
by whom the nave was chiefly used, there is nothing surprising in this. It is 
also not unlikely that the nave represents the original chapel of John Corey, 
which wfHild account for the north porch, a feature unknown in any other 
English Cistercian house. 'Phe eastern arm and the transepts arc represented 
on the plan by various wtiIIs, almut the age of which it is of course impossible 
to be certain, but tho.se 1 have sliown on the reconstnictcd plan probably 
represent the old lines. The south tran.sopl, thougli the south wall has di.s- 
appeared, is easily identified by the great night .stairs from the dorter which 
still remained again.st its west wall, and the door froin the cloister to the south 
transept suggests the impracti(xibility of an eastern proces-sionnl entrance in the 
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Fig. 4. Abbey of St. Mary of Graces: reconstructed ground-plan. 
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usual position (at the east end ol the nave) and the existence ol the pulpitum 
under the west arch of the crossintj. The walls of the eastern arm indicate 
a presbytery (75 ft long;), with a large chapel rather overlapping it on the north 
side, and this may well be the lady chapel rebuilt by Sir Thomas Montgomery. 
There was probabl}' an aisle also on the south side. 

A collateral proof that the east end of the church has been rightly identi¬ 
fied is provided l>y the item in the Bursar’s accounts of 1,406 ft. of paving for 
our quire (which can only mean the quire proper and the eastern arm) and 
vestr)’. The area of the quire according to the plan is 1,720 ft., but from this 
must be subtracted the area of the stalls themselves anti the various steps, say 
.some 460 ft., which leaves some 1.40 ft, for the vestr)% which is a very fair 
approximation. 

Of the ritual arrangements of the church but little can l)e siu’d The list 
of burials mentions the lady chapel, a chapel without the quire on the south 
side of SL .Mine’s chapel. There are also burials on the north and south sides 
of the quire, before the high altar and at the quire door. The chapel of 
St, Anne b also mentioned in the will of Thomas Chinnor, 1442. 

The first noticeable feature in the list is the existence of a definite lady 
chapel in a Cistercian church. 'I’he dedication of the high altar is also puzzling. 
The first ( hajiel on the site was dedic<ited to St. Mary, the abbey was always 
.St. Mary de Gratii.s but the papal relaxation expressly states that the churcJi 
W'as dedicated to .St. Anne. To add to the confusion, we find in the list of 
burials a chapel of .St. Anne, having no connexion with the high altar, 

Keturning again to the plan, the eastern range is easily recognizable, and 
ill its walls arc some early window's; the chapter-house, however, cannot be 
defined. Projecting from the south walk is a long building whicli from its 
extraordinary' angle can hardly be medieval, but W'hich seems yet to preserve 
the tradition of the characteristic Cistercian Prater. An early doorway is also 
presented in the middle of this walk. 

The two buildings of the Farmery show'n on the Carleton Ride plan agree 
admirably with tw'o represented on the State Paper Office plan, having a narrow 
alley between them. The e,xi.stcncc of the three doors implies that they w'ere 
approached, probably by a pentisc. on the south side. The eastern of the two 
buildings was undoubtedly the Farmery hall, and the western may w'cll have 
been the misericorde. 

Nothing more can be recovered as to the buildings, but by setting out the 
plan on the modern (.>rdnance map, it will be seen that both the wc.st and ea.st 
ends of the church lie in the open courtyards of the present building, and it is 
not unlikely that if digging should ever take place there, .some remains of them 
will come to light. 
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A year or two ago, during alterations on the extreme south of the site, 
some twelfth-century and later stonework was discovered, but none of it was 
in situ, and all of it may well have been brought from elsewhere. It includes two 
pieces of rich twelfth-century work and some fragments of fourteenth or early 
fifteenth-century window tracery. 

Impressions of three seals of the abbey have been preserved : 

I. The first common seal (fig. 5, 2); circular, with the Virgin and Child in 
a niche flanked by smaller niches containing on the left a figure of the founder 
Edward III, and on the right three monks offering a book; at the base is a 
shield of the royal arms. Inscription: sigillv coi ivhq monkgiiOK Basce wiRia 
DQ 6RKCIIS. 



Fig. 5. (i) Seal of Abbot Paschal. (2) Common Seal ol the Abbey. 


2. Seal of Abbot Paschal, c. 1420-22 (fig. 5, i): a pointed oval with an abbot 
in pontificalibiis and holding a book and crozier, in a canopied niche; on the left 
the royal arms, on the right those of the city of London; under an arch at the 
base the arms of the abbey. Inscription: ^igilUl Ipa0cbali0 abBi0 mona0tiii btc 

^acie He graciia. . . 

3. Seal of an abbot (after 1415 when the abbots received the mitre): a pointed 

oval with an abbot in pontificalibus under a canopied niche ; on the left the arms 
of the founder, on the right those of the abbey. A very poor impression with 
the inscription destroyed. 

In conclusion I should like to call attention to the very unusual form of 
the abbey arms; they are preserved on two of the seals just described, and may 
be blazoned as party palewise, the first pale parted also fesswise, with a fleur- 
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de-hs in the base and a leopard face in the chief ; in the second pale a crozier 

'M arrangement is unparalleled in English heraldry 

Ihe hrst hall is evidently in relcrcnee to the arms of the royal founder. 

APPENDIX 

P.R.O. Ministers’ Accounts, 135?^, Ko. i. 

Inprimis—Johann! Reynahl carpentario pro nova doino et camera faciendis infn 
Abbatiam yw. ex parte austmli Abhallae prcdictat* jnxta parvum gardinum Abbat’ts ex nart^ 
sardim situaia ct pro tribus novis tenementis ibidem juxu vicum Recis 
rsu. aiistrale ibidem lij h. Item m vj et di. de novis pavcmciitis emptis pro ecclesia no^ra 
mvian^ Iviijs. vjd. Item m uno batallato de calcc enipto pro fiindameniis novi infirmatorii 
cariagio ejusdem xmjs. Item solutum diversis laborariis daubers et aliis xvjs. iid 
Item m lorn empt. vjs. vnjd. hem in cariagio viijs. x<|. Item in cariamo alias iis ^tem 
duobus wmentarus leggeres pro novis fundameniis novi infirmatorii monach^rum faci^dis xiis. 
Item aborarns vj^ xd Item solutum Waltero Tyler pro duobus domibT 
emendandis in london ct pro ouinque novis tenements de novo togulands sm J fe Tourlml 
heT^buT"” r*' ^ Ctx>ucllcho«s et pro legulis et clavis ob ip!!! Wa^ 

Item solutum alns duobus cementariis leggeres xqs. Item lal^rariis vis. xd. Item cementarlis 
payimciuo paviendo in choro nostro coram magno altarc ct in vestiario x.xs 
Itm eistlem cemcntanis pro certis diebus pro operibus in coquina et alibi iiiis xd Iinm 

la^rarns pro eisdcm o,^ribus ixs. viijd. Item in^mJ ,>anyst^ ell lari xS viid Item 

solutum Rogcro fabro pro henges hokes clavibus cl) kets et aliis diversis rebiis dc^erro nro 

Tourhull cx parte orieiitali de la Crouchhous ibidem et pro a^iis 
I^ndon et pro diversis caiidelabris de ferro pro ecclcsia nostra et in conuina 
o. tm Ixxvjs. xjd. etc. Item Thome pluml>ario iiijs. vijd. Item lolianni Randolf ivn'>K/»rm 
I"*-'"/"”-’'- latdics, clavibiKs, quarters, tabulis de Estricliebord et dYplanchc" 
Wd et m alns diversis relms emptis pro idem tempore xiij IL iiijd Item Johamii Lolvn t!lm^kei 

eq emptis pro novis tenementis super le 1 ourhiill ex parte orieiitali 
e pro alns tenemenl.s et domibus tegulandis in Undon et m Abbatia pro idem t^mwre Yb Ibs^ 

lymbrencr pro calcc arso ah emlem empto pro diversis operibus pro idem tern 
Sr T ‘i^versis labomrii.s viijs. Item aliis laborariis vijs. ILnYc^cnm^ 

V ij. Item cisdem cemenurns alias viijs. Item in uno IxualUto de calce cmpio Sis K in 

diverts duobus cementariis loggers c? Iab;rarirp!S 

hrmXnbr ‘dem tempore .xjs. vjd. Item tluobus cementariis leggeres viiis. 

Item duobus Ialx>rarits nijs. Item alas laborariis pro Iribussentiminis iflla wi^i 

V\ alceio Tyler pro tegulatione novi infirmatorii monachorurn x.xs. Item eidem V^altiro Tvl.^ 
]fro t^pilatione trium novorum tencmentorum ibidem xiis iiiid Item in imn 11 » ^ 1 
|«-.ro R»gRc pro Worn ttmporo xxKj., Item reSaeio t hcl 0.^2^ I t A 

empt,» pro hostiis ct fcncstris io.ir'artis pio dicto novo infimfatorio ilZlcm a 

jlcm pijs. v„jd. Item al,a» baudlato de calcc empto ct pro cariaoio xiijs id^Ttcrbi 

ubulis emptis vij:. pro rotula mo endini nostri aniiaticl l•mI3ta y i ? " 

idem operi xijd. I'tcn, in cariagio dc uno MSrxx.r'lTcrpro 

idem open, de ferro empto iijs. iiijd. Item pro cOggetvml>cr emoto nil • PJ”daI ad 

III cirpentarils locatLs et d.'uiberes et laborariis |)ro Ricliardo Olyvcr xvijs. 

Siimmum cxij li viijs. xd. 
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XL —On the Contracts for the Tomb of the Lady Margaret Beaufort, Countess of 
Richmond and Derby, mother of King Henry KII, and Foundress of the Colleges 
of Christ and St. yohn in Cambridge; with some illustrative documents. 
Communicated by Robert Forsyth Scott, Esq., M.A., Master of St. Johns 
College. 


Read 29th April, 1915. 


The design and execution of the tomb of the Lady Margaret, with its 
recumbent figure, in the south aisle of the chapel of King Henry VII at West¬ 
minster, have long been attributed to Pietro Torrigiano, a Florentine artist. 
Until the documents here printed came to light in the Treasury, or Muniment 
Room, of St. John’s College this seems to have been a matter of inference or 
tradition rather than a fact based on documentary evidence. 

The monument of Henry VII in his chapel was, according to Stow, made 
by one ‘ Peter T. a painter of the citie of Florence This Peter T. George 
Vertue identified with Pietro Torrigiano, to whom he also ascribed the tomb 
of the Lady Margaret, and this was adopted by Horace Walpole.’ Again, in 
Archaeologia ® we have printed the draft of a contract for the erection of a tomb 
to King Henry VIII and Queen Katharine. This was communicated to the 
Society of Antiquaries on 15 January, 1807, by Mr. W. Illingworth, the original 
being among the papers of Cardinal Wolsey in the Chapter House of West¬ 
minster Abbey. This is dated 5 January, 1518, and begins with a recital 
that by deed dated 26 October, 1512, Peter Torrysany of the city of Florence, 
graver, then resident in the precincts of St. Peter, Westminster, had contracted 
to erect a tomb to the memory of King Henry VII and Elizabeth his queen 
for the sum of ^^1500; the tomb for Henry VIII and Queen Katharine was to 
be one-fourth larger, and was to cost ;i^2,000. 

* Anecdotes of Painting in England, ed. R. W. Warnum, 1849, vol. i, 102, 104. 

* xvi, pp. 84-88. 
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A description of the toinl> of the I .ady Margaret is given in The History 
and Antiquities of the Abbey Church of St, Peter, ii'cstminster, by H. W. Eraylcy 
and J. P. Ncalc,' and it is there stated, •'I hcTomb of this illustrious lady is 
supposed to be the workmanship of 'rorrigiano; but the real fact has not been 
ascertained 

The Lady Margaret died 29 J unc, 1509, in the Abbot's house at WesUninster, 
as Ciinon E. H. Pearce has recently shown. Probate of her will, dated 6 June, 
i50tS, w;is granted to the executors by William Warcham, Archbishop of Canter- 
bur)*, 22 (October, 1512. 


1 . The Contract for the Tomb. 

'Fhis endenture bclwcnc the Ri^hl Reuerende faders in Cristc Richard Bisshop ol 
Wiiilon, John Bisshop of Roffen, Charles Somerset, knight, lordc Herbert, Chambcrlcyn 
to our soueraigne lord the king, Tlionias Lovell, knight, Henry’ Marne 3 ^ knight, John 
Scint John, knight, Henry Homeby and Hugh Ashton, clerkes and Excccutoiirs of the 
testament of the late excellent princcsse of noble ntcmoiy Margarete tlic tnoder of 
our late soueraigne lorde king llenr)’ the vij'^ and Graundanre to the king that now 
is on the oon partie And Petir Thoiy’son of florence graver on that otJicr partie; 
Witnesselh tliat the sttid Petir hatli couenaunted and bargayned and by these pre- 
sentes couenaunteth and bargayncth with the said Esecutours to make or cause to be 
made at his ownc propre cost and charge wele, clcnly, sufficiantly and workcmanly, 
A Tabemaclc of copper with an ymage lying in the same Tabernacle and a best called 
an yas lying at the fote of the same Tabernacle, With like j)illers, bases, chaptrels, 
gablettes, crokkettes, anellcs, fynials, orbs, housinges, Scocheons, graven with porte- 
colcyscs and Roses, all of copper and in like makyng length and brede according to 
A patron drawcu in a Cloth the which is sealed with the scale of the said Petir and 
subscribed at the oon end with his ownc hande, and is reinaynyng in the ciistodye of 
the said cxccutours. And the said Petir couenaunteth, grauntetli, prom 3 Ttcth and 
byndeth h)^! by these presentes that he shall a.swc11 and as sulTiciaunUy, or better, 
glide or do to be gilded all the said Tabernacle, ymage, beest and all the premisses, 
its any 3 magc or ymages of any king or queyn within the Monastery of Westminster 
is or liaue been gilded and that to be avewed and adiuged by such irtdifferent persons 
as b 3 ' the said executours thereto shalbc assigned. And furdermore the said Petir 
couenaunteth, grauiiteth, promytteth and bindeth hym by these presentes to the s<iid 
Executours that he at his own coste.s and charges shall wcllc, sufllciamitly, clenly and 
workcmanly make or do to l>o made A Toinhe othcrw’ise called the case of a 'fombe of 
good, clent' and liable tow'chc stone with all such werkmanship in the siune as shallie 


' V()l i, Account of King Henry VH Chapel, 69 70. 
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according to a patronc drawm and kerven in Tynibrc and signed with thand and sealed 
with the scale of the said Petir and rcinaynyng in thandcs of the said cxecuiours and 
a stappe or a grots of marble stone loundc aboutc the same lonibe to knelc vpon ol 
syght hight and bredctli as shalbc assigned by the said executours And also shall grave 
or do to be graven wcle, clenly, werkemanly and .sufficiently viij sufficient and clcnly 
scoudteons in such places of the .s:ime Toinbe or ciisc and with such armos as shalbc 
assigned by the said executours, And also at his ownc costes shall make or do to be 
made wclc clenly and werkemanly such borders graven all of cop|)er aboutc the crecsl, 
lydger or edge of the same Tombe with such scriptures the letters thereof graven out- 
wardcs as shalbc assigned by the same executours. And the same Petir shall also gilde 
or do to be gilded the same borders ;ind scriptures as well and sufficiauntly as he shall 
gildc the foresaid taberuaclc, ymage and other the prcmi.s.ses. And also the said Petir 
couenaunteth and graunteth by these presentes that he at his ownc costes and charges 
shall well sufficiauntly and clenly polisshe all the said Tombe or case and scocheons. 
And the said Petir couenaunteth and byndelh hym by these presentes that he shall at 
his ownc costes and charges finde all the copper, touchestone, gold and all other stufl 
that shalbc spent and occupied in about and vpon the said uibernacle, ymage, beast, tomb 
or case and all other the premisses. And also that the same Tabernacle, ymage. beest, 
tomln* or case and other the premisses shalbc wele and sufficiauntly wrought made 
graven and gilded after the fonrme abonesaid and also shalbc sufficiauntly framed ioyned 
fixed and set vp in the south Isle of the Kinges new chapell at VW.stminster onthisside 
the first day of fcQer the which shalbc in the ycre of our lord M'.V'.xij. And that in 
llie said Tabernacle, ymiage, beast, Tombe or ca.se and other the premisses or in any 
part or parcell of them shall neither be hrek, llawc, erasure nor any other deformylc. 
And that the lidgcr of the said tombe shalbe in length vij fotc riij ynches of assise and 
in brede iij fotc riij jmehes of assise and all the other work of the same tombe shalbe ol 
sufficient length brede and height as shalbc adnised by the .said executours or their 
a.ssigncs. And furdermore the said Petir couenaunteth, graunteth, prouiyttcth and 
b3’ndeth hym by these presentes that he from heiissfortli contyncwelh* and daily at :dl 
lymes conuenient. sh.ill put hymself in his (allhfull devoir and diligence to work or do 
to be wrought in qMMj and about tiie working & making of the foresaid tabernacle and 
tombe and other the premisses for the true cxpcdeccion pcTformaunce and finisshemcnl 
of the same after the fourmc ahovc.sai(l without any dcla}*. And that it shalbc Iceffull 
to the foresaid Bisshop of Koften and Henry Homebj' and to William Bolton priour 
of the monastery of Seint Bartliilnicw in Wcstsmylhfcld of London and to eucry of 
them and their assignes, at all lymes conuenient before the full finisshement of the said 
Tabernacle, tombe and other the premisses after the fourmc abouc declared without 
any let or contradiccion of the said Petir, or of any other persone or persones, to enter 
an<l haue the oversight of the same tabernacle and other the premisses, and to avewe 
andouensee that the same Petir do his failhfull labour and diligence in working of Uie 
same tabernacle and other the premises without delay. iVnd furdermore it is couc- 
naunted. condescended, and aggreed l)etwcne the said executours and Petir by these 
presentes that yf herealler at any tyme or tymes before the finisshement ol the foresaid 
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tabemncle and other the pr^misstts It ^lialtx: thought by the said Bisshop ol Koff, Heniy* 
Homeby and priour, or by any of them, that any tliyng expressed in the said pa^ns or 
in eny of them may be refourined and made better or otlierwise than is expressed in the 
same patrons, or in eny of them, that than the same thing and thinges so found contr^ 
to tlicir myndes shalbe refourmed and made after such fourmc as shall be aduiscd by 
them by thaggremenl of the said Fetir the couenantes before expressed in eny wise 
notwithstonding. For the which tabernacle, ymage, beast, tombe or case and all other 
the premisses by the said Pelir to be wrought made gilded and in all things fully 
finisshed and set vp in the place abouesaid after the fourme abouerehersed and for idl 
the copi^er, gold, louchestone and other Stuffes that shalbe spent and occupied, in, 
vpon and aboute the same The said cxecutours couenaunte, graunte, promytte and bynd 
them by these presciucs to the s^id Petir to pay or do to be paid to the same Petir to 
his cxecutours or assignes foure hundied poimdes sterlinges at the ensealing of these 
presentes, Whereof the same Petir holdclh hym welc and truly contented and paid. 
And thereof and of euery part thereof clercly acquiteth and dischargeth the said 
cxecutours and eucry of them by these presentes. And the said cxecutours for them 
and their cxecutours woll and graunte b^' these presentes that yf the said Petir wcle 
and truly perfourme obseruc fulfill and kepe all and cuery the couenaimtes grauntes 
and premyses abouesaid the which on hi.s partie owen to be perfourmed obsenied 
fulfilled and kept in mancr and fourme abouc rehers<,‘d, that than an obligacion ol 
the date of these presentes, Wherein the said Petir and Leonard fristobald and John 
Cawalcant* merchauntes of florence be hold and bound to the said cxecutours in fyve 
hundred poundcs sterlinges, shalbe void and had for nought, and els it shall stond in 
full strength and vertue. In Witnesse whereof the said parties to these endentures 
chaungeably hauc set their scales yoven the xxiij day of Novembre the third yerc of the 
Reignc of King Henrj' the viij***. 


perme PicKo ToKkiGiANi Schultorc fiorintino. 






signnliire of romniano, from the cotitraci or the Tomb of the Laily Margan t. 


> First written Cawalcant, and then ilic C erased. 
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This contract, it will be obscn'ed. is datetl 23 November, 1511, a little more 
than two years after the death of the T^ady Margaret, and eleven months 
before proKite of the will had been granted. 

Probably for the * best called an yas' we may read ‘ best called an yal (or 
yale)’. It is tempting to believe that the word was written ‘yal’ in the draft, 
and that the engrosser mistook the / for a long s. 

Hie supervision of the work, it will be obsen'ed. is assigned to John Fisher, 
Bishop of Rochester, Henry Hornby, then Ma.ster of Peterhouse. Cambridge, 
who had been Chancellor and Secretary to the Lady Margaret, and William 
Bolton, the Prior of St. Baitholomew’s, Bolton seems to have been better 
known for his skill in design than for theological learning. Weev'^er* describes 
him as ‘a great builder’. Cardinal Wolscy appears, about the year 1518. to 
have recommended Bolton to King Ilemy VUI for the bishopric of St. A.saph. 
But Richard Pace, writing to Wolsey, states that the king preferred Richard 
Standish, a Franciscan, ‘ a grete Icmydde man and an honest man: and that 
bi thiese ij qualities he must hav^e better knowlicge off the cure ot sowlc than 
the sayde Prior, in whome he doeth not know .suchc Icrnynge. And where as 
your Grace doeth make mention in jwr lettres off diverse presidentes off the 
Kingis predecessors declarynge howe theye dydde promote unto like dignities 
the Mai.stres of their werks; hys Grace saycth that itt is not lykely that they 
so dydde for thy.s qiialitie oonly that they couith goodde skelc in byldyngs, but 
for sum other greate qualities (as profounde lemynge) annexidde unto the 
same. Nethclessc hys Grace .saycth that he is content to remembre the .sayde 
Priors labors vvyth sum other smaller promotions than bushoprychis.* * 

It seems probable that Bolton had a considerable share in the design of 
the tomb. Tliis appears from .some further document.s pre.scrvcd in St. john’.s. 
F'irst wc have a v'olume of the Accounts of the Executors; this does not seem 
to be a complete or final account, but rather a copy of such part of the 
accounts as concern details regarding the payments for the Colleges of Christ 
and St. John, incidentally including some other items. This account contains 
the following entries with regard to the tomb: 

[i. Augu.st 15TT] 

paiede to the prior of seint Barthilomews the first day of August for my ladys 

toinbe in Westininslcr, bi a bill ^^40 


‘ Funttnl Momininits, 434. 

* Sir Menty Ellis, OHginal LHtrrs iUu»tr<itiv 4 of Ettglistt Htslo$y, 3rd series, vol. I, t 85 . 
VOI_ LXVI. 3 A 
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In a further section of the accounts dralin;^ with the period 19 June, 1512. 
to 18 January, 1514-15, are the following entnes: 

Also thtf said bisshopfi. e. John Fisher] chargeth hym self gi*atis apon this accompt of 
xxx/i. xjx. x{/. of the rest of a somme of xl//. which was del3'iirede to the prior of seinl 
Barthilmcws apon a prest towarde the making of my ladies tomlnr, as it apperith in the 
last accomptc, of which xWi the scid prior ex|)cndct abowt the seld tombe but ix/i. viij5. m/. 
as it apperith by his bill of parcellis. 


13s. 41/. 


20s. od. 


Paymentes for m3' ladies tombe. 

[27 December 1511] 

First pfiidc the xxvij da3' of December in the iiij'* ycrc of the reigne of King 
Meniy' the vnij** to M. Garter the king of luroldes for makyng and declaring 
my ladies.armes in viij schochjpms for my ladies tombe and deliuerede to 
the florent3'nc 

Item (wide the xxvij'** day of December the scide iiij’’' ycre to M. Erasmus for 
the ephitaff aboutc my ladies tombe, b3' my lordcs commaundement 

[22 June 1513] 

Item paidc the xxij^^ day of Junij in the v'‘ year of the reigne of Kinge Heno' 
the viii'^ to Maynarde paynter for nuikingc the picture and image of the 
• seide lad3*c 

[16 March 1513-4] 

Item paidc to the scid Maynard the xv]"* day of Marche in the fifte ycrc of 
tlie reigne of the scid kynge for making of diiierse patrons for my ladies 
tombe , 

f I . • . 13^* 4 ^* 

Item to the prior of Scint Bartllmews for his counsel) in devisynge the scide 
tombe, and for his labour and costis and expensis in surue3’ingc and 
controllynge the werkmcn of tlie same tombe at diuerse and sondiy tymes 
and for sendynge for diuerse werkinen from bevende the sea for making 
of the seide tombe ' [blank] 

There is a note: 'non hie, quia postca in (lede*; and later on a further note: 

Memorandum, the (inor of Scint Barthilmcws is no thinge allowed yet for his labour/ 


33^.4^. 


Again, in a parcel of miscellaneous warrants for payments, or receipts for 
such payments by the executors, we have the following relating to the tomb. 


for my lady the kinges grandamc 
whose SouUe god pardone. 

firstc for making of iij patrons in (wper for her Tombe echc of tlieym diuerse 
facions sunirna 


135. 4 d . 
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Item for jj patrons made in doth beyng litc length of her tomlie wrought with 
colours whereof the one Remayned in the executotirs handes and the Oder 
in Master Petirs handes at xU. the pece And for his costes and lett of other 
besyiics at diucrsc and many tymes attending vpon tlie prioiir of seynt 
Bartilmcwcs and v^pon the fo'resaid Master Petir by the commatindmcnt of 
the cxecutours suraina 

Sumina totalis £4 i.v- 

[Countersigned] Jo. RoFFS. 

Memorandum, payd by Morgan Mores on monnda}' the iij'*' daye of noucnibcr 
the iii'*' yere of the raigiic of k3’ng Henrie the viij*^ for his boot hyre from 
London to Mortlakc and frome thens to London Whycn he .and the 
franehtuen was with m3* lord chamberlanc with the patcron of my ladey's 
Towmc 25 . 4</. 

Item payd by hyin on t^’ysdai the fovrtc day of the same movnlh for hys bot 

h3T from stangate to london and from london to stangalc nf- 

Summa 25. 5(/. 

[November 1511] 

Memorandum that I Maynarde Vewike of London paymter haue ressauid the vij dale 
of february the thrid 3'ere of the reigne of k3’ngc Henry the sdij of the Rcuerend father 
in God John bushop of Rochester thre poundcs sterlyng in piirtc ol payement of a more 
some for a certen table and ij palroncs drawen for m3'' ladic the k3*nges grandamiu tombe 
In witnes where of I tlic saldc Maynarde haue subscribed this bill with m3' own baud 

Meyxnart Wewyck. 

It would appear then that the design tor the tomb was the subject of 
a good deal of consideration. Perhaps we ma3* put the steps of the process 
as follows : Bolton conceived the general idea, summonetl to his aid Meynnart 
Wewick, the painter, referred to as Maynard, anrl also as the Frenchman, 
perhaps a Fleming; he drew alternath'C patterns, of which one was selected, 
and two copies of this painted on canvas, of which one was handed to 
Torrigiano, the artist artificer. 

The following, undated, letter from Bishop Fisher to Prior Bolton show's 
that the work was inspected from time to time. The letter is written by* 
a secretary and signed by E'isher; the postscript, in brackets, is added in 
Fi-sher’s own hand: 

Brother prior I pray you to dclyucr vnto the bryuger hereof, Roger Nottc, for my 
ladyes power folke at Hatfield c^iij^ And this bill assigned with my handc shalbc 
your discharge. From Lambeth Marsh, the xiiij''* daic of June. 

Jo. Rorrs 
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[And I pray you do so moch to se Peter’s work for my ladyes tomb and when ye have 
oones seen I will comm my self thyder.] 

Addressed: To the prior of Sent Bartylmewes this be delyuered. 


These documents clearly establish the fact that the tomb of the Lady 
Margaret was the work of Torrigiano, and we may safely infer that it was his 
first commission in England. Incidentally they show that the statement of 
Brayley and Neale,^ ‘there is no reason to suppose that Torrigiano arrived in 
England previously to the year 1512’, is a mistaken one. 

With regard to Torrigiano’s sureties, we find that John Cavalcant was to 
act also as surety in the contract for the tomb of Henry VIII,- while the name 
Fristobald occurs in the following letter preserv^ed in St. Johns College: 

My lord I haue been at frystoball and lowes la fauour ys banke to know the best 
manner of change and their they hold a dukette large at iiiis viijW. And a dukette de 
Camare at iiij 5 vijrf. but I thynke they w^dl abate ob in the dukett. Onn of them 
shewed me he had benn with you Ther is anodre that wyll delyuer a duket large 
for iiijs' vii</, and de Camare for iiijs \d. ob. And it pleys you to command me at your 
pleasure when 1 shall come to you and with Mr. Metcalfe to write your stuffe. 1 trust 
now I shall shewe your lordshippe where it may be well and save. 

By your owenn subiect the piyour 
of Ledes. 

Addressed: To his singler good Lorde my Lord of Rochester. 

The reason for this letter was the following: In 1512 Fisher and others 
had been appointed by Henry VIII to attend the fifth Lateran Council 
summoned by Pope Julius to meet at Rome in April of that year. This com¬ 
mission was subsequently revoked and others sent, but Fisher’s appointment 
was again renewed in 1515, in which year he appointed Richard Chetham, 
Prior of Leedes in Kent, and another, to be his proctors for the transaction ojf 
episcopal business in his absence. As a matter of fact, he did not go, but this 
letter, written either in 1512 or 1515, seems to show that Richard Chetham was 
making inquiry as to foreign moneys for the journey. 


‘ /. c., p. 54. 


Archaeologia, xvi, 85, 
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II. 'I'hk ('ontract for Tiiii Gkatf.. 

This Indenture m;ide betweiie Maisler Nicholas Metcalf elerke, Maistcr of the College 
of Scint John the Evangeliste in the vnyuersitie ol Cambridge, William Longford 
clerk on that oon partic, And Cornelyus Syrnondson of the parishe ol Seint Clement 
Danes without the barres of the newe Temple of London in the Coimtie of Middlesex, 
Smythc, on that other partie, Witnesseth that it is couenaunted bargayned and 
agreed betvvene the seid parties by these presentes in inanner and fotirmc folowyng 
that is to sey, The seid Cornelyus couenaunteth, grauntilh, and hym byndeth by these 
presentes that he shall make frame fynysshe and sett vp, or catisc to be tnade trained 
fvnysshed and set vw a grate of Iron to standc abouto the Tonibc of the moost 
cxccicnt pryncesse lady Margaret, late Countesse of Kychemond and Derb}*, sett in 
the Isle of the Southside of the newe Chapcll of King Henry the vij'** at Westmynster, 
of Siiche mancr and fourme as hereafter shalbe rehersed, that is to wete, lirst the 
Soyle of the seid grate to be made of Iron leityn into the Steppe of liardstone goyiig 
round aboutc the seid Tombe, and in euery syde of the said Tombe shalbe iij prynci- 
palle poostes of Iron, that is to say two corner postes whiche shallc aiinswerc to the 
werkes both at ende and atte syde tlial they seme for, and oon postc of Iron in the 
myddes on cuer^’ of the two sydes to aunswer to his werkes, and euery poost shall 
hauc a butteras with a baase to aunswcrc booth weys, with a water Table in the middes 
to aunswere lykewysc and with a Chaptrell above and a Creste ol three ynches ami 
a half brode to goo rounde abouie the siiid werke and to be joyned to the seid 
Chaptrelles, the which creste shalbe made and vented after the lasshoii and workmanship 
of the creste aboute the grate of my lord of Seint Johns Tombe. above the whiche creste 
eueiy' principall shallc ryse a foot anti a half and shall berc a Repryse with a busshe 
of Daysyes vpon it, and the foresaid creste siialbe made with a casement of two ynches 
and a hnlf, the whiche shalbe ganiysshcd Rounde aboute with pcrculyus and roses, eche 
of them to stand wnthin lialf a ftbot of a nolher. And the seid grate shalbe in Inght from 
the x-ppersyde of tlie Soyle vnto the neyther syde of the crest foure foot and a half to 
lx* garnysshed with arres barres of three quarters ol an ynehe square, wcle and clcnc 
hamared. So that the dentes of the hammer be not seen in them, fyxed in the seid 
soyle, and to the seid creste, aboue the whiche creste shalbe a dowblc crest booth within 
and without after the crest of Seint Johns aforesaid. And the said barres to be sett 
eche within three ynches of other rounde aboutc the seid grate, And over the seid creste 
there shalbe lllowredelyces rounde aboute to shewe lyke good in werkmanship aswell 
witliin towurde the seid Tombe As without, And betwene eueiy llowTedclyce a sperc 
point, to shewe likewise, vuder thendes of the flowredelyees aunsweriiig eylher a (lowrc- 
dclyce or a spcrc point to euery Arras barre that atandeth vndcr Ale the whiche seid 
grate with almanar scochyns, Qowredelyccs and other thynges thereto pcrtcyning, the 
said Cornelyus couenauntith grauntilh and hym byndeth by these presentes that they 
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shalbc made of bylbowe Iron wcic, clcnc and workcniaiily wrouglil, and slialbc 
fyn3-sshcd and sett vp in alle and euerj* thingc attc propre coslcs and charges of the 
said Cornclyus onthisside the feast of blaster whichc shalbc in the ycrc of our Lord 
* M'CCCCC and xxviij" for the whjlhe seid grate in all th^'nges appcrtej'nyng to Sm\’thes 
craft after the fourme aforcseid to be made and s<^tt v’p, The seid Maistcr Nicholas 
Metcalf and William Longford couenaunte and graunte bj’ tliese presentes that the^' 
shall pay or cause to be paidc to the seid Comcl^’us or his assignes twenty’ and fyve 
poundcs of good and lawfull money of England in mancr and fourme folowyng that 
isto wete, in hande attc cnscalyng of these indentures, tyve poundes ili*- iiij** wherof 
the seid Corncl^'us knowlcgcth hyni self wele and trul^* contented and paide, And 
thereof acqn^icth and dischargeth the seid Nicolas and William their cxeaitours and 
assignes by these prescutes, And the Resydiie to be ptiide for the scidc werke after the 
Kate of the weyght, as the same werke gooth forward In Witnesse whereof the seid 
parties to these indentures intcrchaungeabl^' haue sett their scallcs Yoven the xiij"* da^* 
of Decejijbre the xviij"- \^crc of the Rcigue of Kyng I lenn' the viij*^. 

This contract, it will be observed, is dated 13 December, 1526, the parties 
being Nicholas Metcalf, the Master of St. Johns, William l.ongford, the 
President or Vice-master ol the College, and Cornelius S\'mondson. 

it is perhaps worth noting that while I’orrigiano was paid his fee down, 
Symondson received a sum down on die execution of the deed, and was to be 
paid by instalments ns the work proceeded; die grate to be finished before 
Easter, 1528. 

The grate was erected at the cost ot St. John’s College, and the successive 
jxiyments appear in the College accounts, showing that the grate stood upon 
a .stone base. 1 have extracted from tiiese accounts all entries relating to the 
grate; the words in italics are written in the margins of the accounts. 

Michaelmas Term 1526 a f'rn/Jor my lades tome 
Item to the Sin3’th at Temple barr in Ernest 
Hilary Term 18 Hen VII 1 [Jan-Feb 1527] my lades lomhe 
Item paid in part of payment to Comely5 Smyth for makyngc a 
grate of Ironc at Westminster oner my lady the Kynges 
mother die vij** 

Easter Term 18 Hen VIII [^^527] my lades Imvmbe 
Item piiid in part of pa3'mcnt to comellys smylh for mak3mgc 
the Kynges grandmother luinbe at Westminster 

Trinity Term 19 Hen VI11 [May-Junc 1527] my ladys Tombe. 

Item Coniclys the Sm3'th in jiarte of his pa3'mcnl for my ladys 
tombe and in lull puynient of xj/ 


jr s. d. jC 
‘3 4 


4 10 o 


500 


J o o 
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£ s. d. 

26 October 19 Hen VIII [1527] my lades tombe 

To Cornelys Symsonn in part of payment for making a Grate 

of my lades tombe 400 

Easter Term 20 Hen VIII [1528] 

Item to Cornelis the Smyth in parte of payment for my lades 

tombe and in full payment of xx/i 500 

Miehs Term to end of Hilary Term 20 Henry VIII [Michs. 1528- 
Jan 1528/9] expensae pro itnnba fiindatricis 
Item to Cornelis Symondson in parte of payment for makyng 

the grate abowte my lades towmbe i 13 4 

13 February 1528/9 

Item to the Sm3'th for m3' lades grate 200 

Term of St John Mids 1529 

Item to Cornelys Symondson in full payment for the grayte 

aboute my lades tombe our foundres 168 

Item in rewarde amo3mst the Sm3thes seruantes that made the 

grayte for our foundres tumbe _ 4 

Stoneivork: 

Michaelmas to Hilary 20 Hen VIII [1528-9] pro tumba 
fmidatr'tcis 

Item to Raynold Bray in parte of payment for makyng the 


baysses aboute my lades towmbe in Westminster to o 

Hilary Term 20 Hen VIII 1528/9 

Item to Ranald Bray for stonework to set the grate vpon about 

my lades tombe 10 o 

13 February 1528/9 

Item to the fremason for stonework 13 4 

Easter Term 20 Hen VIII 1529 

Imprimis to the fremason in full payment for the stoneworke 

to set the grayte upon about my lades tombe 4 o 

Gilding: 

Michaelmas 1529 

Item for gylding the grate about my ladys tombe 200 


375 
£ s. d. 


25 3 8 


I 17 4 


200 
29 I o 


A few vouchers for these payments have been preserved, of which the 
following may serve as examples. Symondson always signs with a mark. 

This bill Witnesseth that I Cornelys Symonson haue received of Mr Doctor Metcalf at 
divers tymes as appereth by sondre bokes xv/i. in part of payment of xxv/i for the 
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makyng of a certen grate betwext me the sayd Cornelys and the sayide Mr doctor 
^poynted and barganed, of the which xv// I the sayd Cornelys knowlege myself truly 
contented and payd and the said Mr doctor and his assignes thereof do clerly acquite 
and discharge by these presentes for euer. In wittenes whereof I the said Cornelys to 
these presentes haue setto my scale the xxvj day of octobre Anno xix" henrici octaui 
Sigillatum et pro vere factum deliberatum in presencia mei Raunoldi Hall, Willielmi 
Lamkin, by me Gabrieli metcalf. 

[26 October 1527] 

Be It knowen to all men by these presentes that I Raynold Bray, Citizen and fremason of 
london haue receaved this present day of maister Doctor Medcalff xx5 sterlinge in partie 
of payment of a rnore somme. Of the whiche xxs I knowledge myself welle and truly 
contented and paide by these presentes. Sealed with my seall, yauen the vi day of 
hebruai^^ the xx"- yere of the Reigne of King Henry the viij‘\ 

[6 Februar}^ 1528-9] 


XII .—Recent Discoveries in the Abbey Church of St. Austin at Canterbury. 
By Sir William St. John Hope, Litt.D., D.C.L. 


Read loth June, 1915. 


It is a matter of common knowledge that for some years past excavations 
have been in progress on the site of St. Austin’s Abbey at Canterbury, and the 
Society of Antiquaries has shown a practical interest in the work by occasional 
help from its Research Fund. There is every reason, therefore, that the Society 
should be made acquainted with certain discoveries of exceptional interest that 
have lately been made within the abbey church by the authorities of St. Augus¬ 
tine’s College. 

It is somewhat unfortunate that only a small part of the site ot the nave, a 
triangular piece,at its eastern end,* belongs to the college, the remainder being 
the property of the Kent and Canterbury Hospital. That corporation has, how^- 
ever, generously leased to the college, for a nominal yearly rent, the rest of 
the north aisle and a broad strip of the length of the nave, but it is impossible for 
more to be acquired owing to a vitally interesting portion of the site being 
covered by the hospital laundry, which can not at present be moved for lack of 
funds. 

For a long time it has been the confident belief of some of us that, should 
the opportunity for the search ever arise, there would be found under the nave 
of the abbey church, not only the ground plan of the minster built for St. Austin 
by Ethelbert king of Kent at the very beginning of the seventh century, but 
the burying-placc of St. Austin himself and of his immediate-successors as arch¬ 
bishops of Canterbury, which is so particularjy located by the chroniclers of the 
abbey. 

The ground had been prepared to some extent a little time ago by the 
excavation of the site of the monks’ quire, which, with its screens, occupied the 
crossing under the middle tower, as well as the eastern part of the nave. This 
area when cleared showed a raised platform of earth between the transepts, 
intersected in its western extension by the foundations of the pnlpitnm and rood- 

* This, however, includes the greater part of abbot Wulfric’s building, and the tombs of the 
Saxon archbishops, described in this paper. 

VOL. LXVI. 3 ^ 
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loft, with the place of the nave altar beyond. In Hew of Ihe inlereMing ques¬ 
tions Involved it wa.s dedclcd to remove the earthen platlV)rm, leaving the screen 
foundations to be dealt with later. The re.suli was somewhat startling, for ihere 
gradually came into view, as the earth was taken away, a ring of strong stone 
piers, arrange<l abemt a wide central space, with traces of a circumscribing 
ambulatory (fig, i). To enable this discovery to be followed up, careful plans, 



Fig. 1. St Au>tiu'» CmilcrLur>'. R-nmitw «>f .ihhnr Wulfric's tuiliUiig, lixiktiiM Hot 


notes, and photogi-ajdis were tiiken of the screen foundations, which were only 
of rrrugh chalk bloi'k.s, an<l then the.se too were eleared away. Further discoveries 
forthwith followed, which suggestetl investigations in other directions and with 
the siimc succc.ss. 

The whole of the work wiis carried out by the college authorities under the 
competent direction ot the sub-wanlcn, the Rev. R. U. Potts, but I w:is able from 
lime tf» time to be pre.sf;nl during the ofx^rations, and to give advice when neces- 
stiry; 1 also undertook the measuring up and planning of the remain.^ uncovered. 

This essential proceeding shows that underlying the aavi of the low<’r and 
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the first ihrwi hays of Iho nave, as well as llui afljoinini^ parts of the transept 
and aisles, arc the foundations of a very remarkable building fplate XXX). 

It consists ol a circular area about 25 ft. in diameter, enclosed by a^niig of 
eight huge .segmental blocks to carry piers, each 8i ft. thick, and expanding in 
wiiJth Irom 5 ft. to (> ft. on the inside to 8 ft. to ro ft. on the outside. The interspaee.s 
also have divergingsidesas well as varj'ing widths, from 3|ft. to 5 ft. within lob; ft. 



Ru- 2 I'lrr-fnundation^ oi nt>bn( WMlfiV** hiikiding, loalcing eas. 


without (fig. 2). They oiien into an encircling ambulatory 6 ft. wide, round 
within, but octagonal outside, with an opening toward.s the we.st 9I ft. broad.' 
'1 here is a wall 25 in thick, con.slructcd of Roman bricks, upon the outer erdge of 
the etistcm side, with a doorway 6Jft. wide in the middle (fig. 3). 'fhe. sides 
of the octagon measure 2OI ft., and the total width of the building externally is 
ft. The masonry is ajn.sinicted throughout of’rough pieces of thin oolitic 
sandstone, carefully laid. an<l faced with a thin layer ot mort.ir or plaster. 

' The ground plan oftlie cluircli of San Viiale at Ravenna ibegun by bishop F.cclosinti. 526 34I 
•.Ihiws n sintil.ar circle of irighi uws.sive piers with an encircling aisle of eight sides. 

3 It 2 
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rijo building is unrortunately overlaid to a considerable extent on the north 
and south, especially as to the outer ring, by the broad and massive .sleeper walls 
of the late eleventh-century work whi( h .superseded it (sec tig. 4), but there i.s no 
reason for thinking that any important features are thereby hidden. 

1 here arc several minor points to l)e noticed. First, the considerable depth, 
5; ft. from the top ot the sleeper wails, to whicli the building is carried. It has 



Fix. .V and piers of sbbot WuIfnVs building, looking w«!iL 


also outside- the nortli-west side a set-off 2 ft. wide, which possibly extended all 
round, ext'epl on the east side, where it is lacking; the south-we.st face isunhap- 
])ily beneath the hospital laundry, dlie wc.st wall, for some reason, includes the 
set-off in its thickness, which cxcccd.s l)y so much that of the other seven .sides. 
It likcwi.se slightly overstiils on the west a thick wall of earlier date. 

b rom this descrifition of the rcmain.s of the l>uihling we must pjiss to inquire 
into its history. 

It is clear from the sevend chronicles ot tlie al)l>ey thal, in the middle of the 
eleventh century, the great church of St Peter and .St. Paul. I»egun l>y King Ethel- 
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hert in 508 and hallowed in 613. had to the cast. Ijiit se|>arate from it, a lesser 
chure.h or oratory of our Lady, built by lithclbcrt’s son and surressor Hadbald, 
on hLs conversion tiom paganism in or soon after 620. Between the building.s 
la}'' the cemeter)’^ of the monks. 

It was the intention or ambition ol the forlielh abl)Ol, Wullric, who succee<le<I 
in 1047, to enlarge the greater church by coupling to it. by an intermediate 



Fir. 4. Pan of the nonli «dc wf i»bb«« Wtilfric’a building. 

Structure, F.adbald‘s oratory of the Blessed Virgin. Soon after Wulfric was sent 
to Rheims to pope Leo IX, from whom he sought ami ol)tniiu‘d leav'e to carry 
out his purpose. 

One ol the chroniclers, (iocclin, a contemporary inmate of the abbey, states 
that on his return home, Wulfric accordingly ‘ first demolished hi.s temple’, that 
is.thc great church. ‘ from the Iront *, or cast end. Then 

he threw down also the w(*stcni part of the oratory ol tlic holy mother of God. together 
with the ‘ porches’ {/Ktr/irilnis) with which it was sunoimdcd, and, when the cemetery 
of the brethren hard bv had been cleansed, he takes the whole space between the 
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iwo churches for the building, raises walls, and coiislructs columns and arches. Koiii 
rejoiced in the new work, although the want of'-kill of the builders had made it inv 
suitable for a monastic habitation.* 

But the new work was not allowed to go on, for the Ble.ssod Virgin, so write 
the chroniclers, being displea.sed with the destruction wrought on her ehapel, the 
unfortunate abbot was smitten with a disease from which he <licd in 1050. 

W'ulfric's successor, Egclsin, apparently made no attempt to finish or inter¬ 
fere with the new work, which remained as it wa.s left until the coming of another 
abbot, Scotland by name, in 1070. 

This man (says the monk Gocclin), after he like the rest of his predecessors had 
been established in his monasteiy, when he began to put forth his great mind to the 
building of his church now further to be lengthened, was sorely U oubled by the work 
already standing (and) awkwardly extended; he was troubled also by the iuitow 
space for the proposed plan. He was afraid moreover ol the judgement of the mother 
of God against the previous abbot for her church which he had overthrown : he was 
afraid of the danger of min with respect to the old monastery consumed by long 
decay. In the midst of these anxieties he is carried off to Rome on a roj'al embassy 
to po(>c Alexander. There, after the king’s business had been settled, he receives 
from the siime pope counsel and bcncdictii^n concerning the translation of the 
saints, the pulling down and building up of his basilica according to his own 

wishes, and with the s;inction t>f the gracious Being on high . 

Then the faithful abbot, amazed and thankful In consequence of the testimony of so 
great a man, hastens home, and pulls down the unfinished portion of the new work. 
But the remaining part of the virgin oratory of the exalted Mary awaited his attack.' 

After describing at some length the removal from the building of the body 
of St. Adrian and of various bishops, abbots, and other holy men who had been 
buried within it. Gocelin ccmtinue$; 

So when the aforesaid cliurch had been thus emptied of its relics, it is thrown 
dow'n and levelled to the ground, and soon on that very front that w'as battered down 

’ * tcinpluin suum a frontc diruit .... Partem quoque ab occidcntc oratoi ii sancte 1 h-i GcML'tricisi 
cum porticibus quibus circumcingcbatur dejecil/ el inter ittmmquv ccclesiaro fratrum cimiterio quod 
adjacebat purgato. toturn spacium ad fabricam corripit. parietes crigit. cohininas et arcus cornponit. 
L^baiur iiovooporc Cantia. qiiamquain nionastict habitacioni incongruuin feas-set artificum imperitia.’ 
I-ib. ii, cap. iii, CotL MS. Vesp. B xx, L 

• ' Ilic ut ccteri antecessores ordinatas in suo moiia-slerio. cum in ecclesiesue longius protendente 
edificium iarguin cxtcndi-rct animuin. gravitcr ofTcndcbat cum asstans o|>u.s iiu|H'diose productum, 
ofTcndcbatct anguslum dccrcte machine spacium. Terrebat vero Dei Gcnitricis in abbatem supcriorcm 
dc prerupta ecclcsia sua judicium." terrebat dcveteri monasterio loiiga caricconsumto mine periculum. 
In iits angoribus i*apiiur Icgatlonc regia Romam. ad Ale.xandrum papam. Ibi pose regia rcspon»i.<' cuti- 
silium accipit ab ipso papa el bcnedicltonero dc tramferendis sanctis- de deslruenda et refonnanda 
ktsilica ana pro suis votis. ac nutu supemc largitati.s.’ Lib. ii, cap. vi, ihtJ. f, 126. 

*1’um abba.s hdelis ad tantum tanti xdri testimonium obstupescens et gracias agenH.-' dumiim 
pmperat. incoatam molero novi opens subvertit Venim residua pars virginolis oratorii summe Marie 
ejus impetum morabatur.’ Lib. ii, cap. vii, ibid. f. 128. 
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the forepart of the new ‘ hall ’ is erected and embraces all that interior of the old site 
with much more room. In that same first and choicest place of hers the highly exalted 
Virgin acquires a new crypt and the resting-place of Austin; the ‘house’, too, of the 
princes of the apostles (i.e. St. Peter and St. Paul) is elevated above.' 

A later chronicler of the abbey, William Thorn, adds that 
Abbot Scotland finished that new work beginning from the abovesaid oratory of the 
Virgin to the aisle of St. Austin in which he formerly rested.® 

Now there can not be any question as to the position and extent of Scot¬ 
land’s work, since the crypt which he undoubtedly built, and wherein he was 
buried, has been discovered and excavated, as have the remains of his transepts, 
tower piers, and eastern part of the structural nave. Moreover, the massive 
foundations of these works overlie the remains of a building which was obviously 
pulled down to make way for them, and this building we are plainly told was 
Wulfric’s. The octagonal structure under notice must therefore have been that 
begun by Wulfric, and carried up as high as the arcade story (which Scotland 
destroyed), between his visit to Rheims and his death in 1059. 

How the building was intended to be finished is an interesting question. 
Its plan suggests a round dome, perhaps for a lantern or tower above, supported 
on strong piers and arches, with a vaulted ambulatory on all sides. The dome 
itself was also of course a vault. The eastern side seems to have been connected 
with Eadbald’s church of our Lady, perhaps by a screen or arcade with a door¬ 
way in the middle. There was also a wide entrance on the west from the nave 
of the great church of St. Peter and St. Paul, to which the building was joined, 
and the principal apse or presbytery of this had apparently been destroyed to 
make way for it. 

Analogy with other early buildings in France, Italy, and elsewhere, suggests 
that Wulfric perhaps intended his new work to serve as a baptistery, like several 
such that he might have seen abroad, and it is interesting in this connexion to 
recall what had been done in the rival monastery of Christchurch so far back as 
the middle of the eighth century. There, it is recorded by Eadmer, archbishop 
Cuthbert (741-758), amongst other good works, 

built a church on the cast part of the greater church, almost touching the same, and 
solemnl3diallowcd it inhonourof the blessed John Baptist. He constructed this church 
to this end : that baptisms might be held therein and inquiries of courts of justice 

' ‘Sic itaque predicta ecclesia suis pignoribus evacuata. ad solum evertitur et complanatur. moxque 
in ipsa fronte arietata nove facies aule erigitur. totumque ilium veteris spacii uterum. cum ampliori 
capacitate complectitur. In ipso priori atque electissimo loco suo criptam novam altissima Virgo nan- 
ciscitur. et Augustini thalamus, et principum apostolorum domus desuper cacuminatur.’ Lib. ii, cap. xvi, 
ibid. f. 132. 

® ‘ Perfecit autem abbas Scotlandus ipsum opus novum incipiendo a supradicto virginis oratorio 
usque ad porticum Sancti Augustini in qua antiquitus quiescebat.’ Thorn, col. 1790. 


384 RKCRN'T DISCOVERIES IN THE ABHKY CHURCH 

appointed for divers caiisrs which arc wont to be held in the church of God for the 
correction of evil-doers; also that the bodies of the archbishops might be buried in it, 
the ancient custom being thus taken away by which hitherto Lliey were wont to be 
buried outside the city in the cliureli ol the blessed ajmstles St. Peter and St. Paul, 
where are laid the bodies of all his (i.c. Cuthbert’s) predecessors.' 

Unhappily there are m» remains left to us of this church of St. John Baptist, 
nor any record a.s to whether it was round, eight-sided, or rectangular. 

Buildings specially constructed as baptisteries seem, however, to have gone 
out of fashion before Wulfric's time, and in the middle and north of France, 
according to M. Hnl.art, polygonal bapti.steries had ceased to be built during the 
Carolingian period.* M. Robert dc La.sieyrie points out as the reason for tliis, 
that owing to change.-, in the ancient practices relating to the administration of 
baptism, baptisteries gradually lost their utility.* Their use, nevertheless, 
continued in Italy, but in’ Gaul it .secm.s to have cea.se<l about the time of 
Charlemagne, and in the Romanesque |>cnod bapti.stcrie-s were not built at all. 

Circular buildings to hold the remains of the dead w'ere common even In 
Roman times, and a well-known Christian c.xamplc is the tomb of Theodoric 
at l^vcnna. A more pretentiou.s round building for the same puri.)ose is the 
church ot St. Constance in Rome, creclefl towards the end of the reign of Con¬ 
stantine to hold the l(.)mb of liis daughter. This has an inner ring of twelve 
pairs of coupled eolutniis, with a circular aisle with recesses, and a porch covering 
the entrance.* 'Hie round part of the church of the Holy Sepulchre also had 
a ring of columns with an encircling aisle. 

I o come down to a pericid nearer to that of Wulfrie, reference may be made 
to the church of Neuvy-.Saint-.S(>pulcrc (indre), wliich wa.s founded in 1045 
‘ad tormam .Sancti Scpulchri lerosolimitani'.' I his has a ring of ten ma-ssive 
round columns with an encircling aisle and a later upper story with a dome.* 
Bui there is a somewhat earlier building of the same type, to which 
Mr. John Bilson hits called my attention, the round part ol ihc church of 

' * Is inter aim bona ^luibus totum vitae snac U;ni|ius corain Deo ct hominibus clai ificabat, fecit 
^'clt^ani in oricntali pailc majoris ccrlesiac cideni p< ne conliguani, eamque in lionorcm t)catiJohnnm>i 
Dapt^uo soleinniter dcdicavit. I lanr ccclesiam eo rtspcctu fabncavit: ut bapttstcria el examinalione.s 
judicioiym pro divci>is causis constitutonnii. <|uac ad correciionem sccleralorum in ecclesia Dei fieri 
-Milcnl, mibi eelebrarentur, ct archicplscoporuin corpora in ca scpciirtnim : ^ublaia de medio aniioua 
ronsuctudme, qua eatenus tuniulari solebanl extra civualein in ccclesia Beatoruni Apostoiorum Petri 
cl l^auli, ubi posita sunl Conx.ra oniniiim antcecMonira suorum.’ F.adnicr, A- f V/n IhettiLuni ,t,xhicl>. 

C aui. in Wharton, An^lta Sairtt, ii, ib6. ' 

* Cainillc P.iilart, Afdiiue/ d otcluutoj^if Jmn^inst . tuxtiUti'iutv j |Pari.s, i9(X!|, lou. 

K. dt Lastcjirie, A Anhitcc(ui'e t:n tmuct 4 i I'ifHufUi- n/nutiic j Paris, 191 a), a8o. 

* I.Hstcyne,«//». eiL 130, figs, ua and 113. 

\ icior Moricl, Kecncil (U htxlr^ n rkistotrt tit I'anhitfciurt (Paris, 1911), 123-^. 

Lastcyric, 0^. til. fig. 269, p. 276, atui hitlaii, op, dt. fig. p, 216. 
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St Benignijs at Dijon, w liicli re.sembles WuU'ric's structure in that it connects the 
east end of an earlh^r church with an older chapel to the cast. Its plan shows 
an inner ring of eight columns, and an outer ring of sixteen columns, with :ui 
encircling aisle Hanked north and south by round staircases to the upper works.* 
This was begun by abbot William ot Volpiano in 1001 and conswTated in loiS. 
As Mr. Hilson says, ‘ it would be interesting to know if any connexion can be 
traced between Wulfric and the scho<.»l of William, who w.'is a great influence in 
his time *. 

Another nuind building of similar pbn to that at Dijon, Mso connecting 
the nave of a church with an apsidal presbyter)* and encircling chapels to the 
e«'ist. formerly existed at ChaiToux in Poitou, but only some fragments now 
remain. It w.as built in the eleventh ccntuiy, and consisterl of three concentric 
rings of columns with an encircling aisle.* Other Imildings which seem to come 
within the same catcgoiy are Rieux-Merinville (Ande), which h.Ls an arcade 
forming a polygon of seven sides, with an encircling aisle of fourteen sides:* 
and the little building attadied to the nortli side of Saint-L(^onard (llaute- 
Vienne), which has a ring of eight round columns ;md an encircling aisle, also 
round, with four small apses projecting Irom its cardinal faces.* 

If the theory be ;icce]»li:(l that these later buildings were imitations of the 
church of liie Holy Sepulchre it is quite possible that, like it, they were meant 
to contain a tomb or lomb.s nnd that Wulfric began his round structure to hold 
eventually the tomb of .St. Austin and other notable persons. But of this there 
is no documentary evidence.* 

* M. de Laiituyi'ic {op. cU.) gi\‘cs a plan (fig. 270) and section (iig. 271) of this remarkable building, 
from drawings published by Dom Plancher in his //is/oirf <it Bout^Vf^nt in 1739-81. S»?e also Histoirr 
de tejfltse Saiitt Bi nigne lU Dijon, by Abbe b Chomton (i Jijnn, 

* Lasteyrie. p/>. di. 277-8, and plan, (ig, 272. I am indebted to Mr. Sidney Toy for calling my 
attention to the Charroux building. 

’ Plan anil description in the volume of the Canj^rd imheologiqut tie Fmnce (Carcassonne and 
P«rrpignan), 1906, pp. 54-6. 

• L'Egliif isawt-Lfonani ei la ChtxpelU du Stpidcrc, by Ren«^ I* age, in the BuiUltn Momtniadal, 
Ixxvii (1913), pp. 59-72, with plan and section. Plan in lji.steyrle, op, at. (Ig. 376, p. 28a 

• In the llnrtccQlh ccntuiy' chronicle of Abingdon abbey, it is recorded of St Athelwold, a monk 
of Glastonbur)’ and pupil of St. Dunstan. who was made abbot in the days of King Edred, 9+7 55. 
and became bishop of Winchester in 963, on finding that the abbey of Abingvlon had been ruined by 
the Danes, that 

Tune vOepH Mnctui> AtheUvuldus uedcsi.'im hanc habnntcm formnin. Cancelliia rMtimliM cr. 1 l, 

vccleaia lU foluuJa, dupllrem habciu longitiKiincm qiiam mnceUtia : lurrta qtioque rotunda est {ChK»ti(un 
MoHiitlfhidn Abiiu^ivn. cd. J. Sicvenflon (K. S.;, ii, 277/* 

This might mean that the church had an ap?ld.nl or roun<k‘ndi(l presbyU ry, a nave with central 
ring of pillars and an encircling aisle ol a diameter twice the length of the prc&bytc*ry, and h dome 
carried np as h round tower. 

Mr. Mlcklcihwaite, whose atlciuion I called to the passage lu 1896, thought that it referred 
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.?8f) RECENT DISCOVERIES IN THE ABBEY CHURCH 

It has already been |Knnted out that Wulfrics building partly ovcrsails on 
the west the thick foundation wall of an earlier structure. It also breaks through 
on the north-west what seems to have been an apse belonging to this siime early 
work (fig. 5 and fig. 4). 

These traces of an older building have been exposed for some months, 
along with the remains of Wulfric’s octagon; but it is only latdy that they could 



Hg. 5 . Part of an earlier apae overtatd by flbbt*» Wulfric’a building. 

be lurther elucidated, and again by the sacrifice of certain screen foundations 
that stood in the way. 

Baeda tells us that when Austin died in 605, 

his body was placed out of doors near the church of the blcs.sed apostles Peter and 
Paul.... because that had not yet Iwcn finished nor hallowed. But as soon as it 
was hallowed, it was brought witliiu and decently buried in the north aisle {/>oitutt) 
of it; in which were also buried the bodies of all the succeeding archbishops, save 
two only, namely Theodore and BcrcluaJd, whose bodies were placed in the church 

to a rebuilding or restoration of the abbey church as founded in 675, dc-scribed in n previous entrv in 
these words: 

llabehai m longiiudinc c.cl xx. pr<ie5 <i cwi rohindum in parte Occitlentoli quain in parte oncntoli 
Mouoiirnt at 

j* hi'd .in apse at each end. [See his paper, 'Something about Saxon Church Building', 
in f/tf Anhacoto/jiait Jaurval, liii, 296, note a,] 

But in face of the rce< 111 discovery of Wulfric's building, it secins iH>ssibIc that .Athelwold's may 
have been sinular in plan as reganis its round nave and tower. 
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hi’.causc tlie aLsle albresaul could lutt take any tiioit Tllis laislct has, in 

the middle of it, an altai dedicated in lionour of the blessed pope Gregory, at whicli 
their services are solemn!)' celebrated every Saturday by a priest of that place.’ 

The Book of Customs of the abbey, compiled r. 1320 30, says that 

The muss of the Mother of God was wont of old time solemnly to he sung by note 
daily at the altar of the same Mother of God in the ci^’pts until the time ijf the lord 
abbot of pious memorj' Nicholas of the Thorn ti273 83). But he, by consent of the 
whole chapter, transferred that mtiss to llie altar of St. Stephen and St. Mary Magda¬ 
lene wliich is in the aisle on the north part of the nave of the church where the Blessed 
Atistin was first buried and there rested for five htmdred years until his translation,* 

When Willmm rhorn. one of the later chroniclers of the abbey, wrote to- 
wards the close of the fourteenth ccntui*}', the chapel of St, .Stephen and St, .Mary 
M.agdalene had come to be knoxNTJ as that of our I.ady, and after quoting the 
statement from Baeda noted above, he adds 

Tllis aisle was in the old church where tiow is the chapel of the blessed Virgin.' 

This chapel occupied a corresfionding position to the old I .ady (.diapel in die 
cathedral church, in the eastern part of tlie north aisle, and outside the screens 
that formed the wc.stcrn Kirricr of the quire. 

'1 he cxcxavation of its site has brought to light, first, the base of a massive 
wall running north and south, with large stones built into it, and what looks like 
the start of an apse on the cast, but this i.s cut oft' abruptlyby the outer wall of 
Wulfrics building (fig. 5), A little to the west is the angle of a much older 
structure, with part of a wall going eastwards: a wall running southwards, lirokcn 
oft and intcriupted by Scotland's great sleeper wall; and at a much lower level the 
foundation of a wall continuing westwards, which has since been followed to its 
return southwards at a distance of 53 ft These walls are only 21 in. thick, and 
largely built of Roman tiles and faced on both sides with a thin coat of pi,aster. 


’ * Defunctus est aiilcm Deo dilectus pater .Augustinus, cl ixwituni corpus ejus foras justa ccclesiam 
bcatoruni apostoloruin Petri et Pauli, cujus supra rncininimus, quia ca nccdum fueral pcrfecta nee 
dedicata. Mox vero ut dedicata t-si intro inlatum et in puilicu ilfius aquitonali dcccntcr sepulium cst : 
in qua ctiam scquenlium archiepiscopomm omnium sunt coipora liimulata, praeter duonim tantum- 
modo, id est, Tlieodnrl cl Bcrctualdi, ejuorum wirpora in ipsa ecclesia posita sunt, eo quod praedicta 
porticus plura capere nequivit. Habet liacc in medio pene sui allare in lionore bcaii papae Gregorii 
dcdicaiuiii, in quo per omne sabbatum a presbjtcro loci illius agcmlac corum solrmnitcr cclcbraniur.' 
Btudaf Historin^ Kfftrsias/uaf Gcuhs .■'iitjijloTKnu lib. ii, cap. iii. 

* • SoUrbal antiquitus missa Dri Cicnclricis cantari solcmpnilcr per nntaiii cotidic ai) allare i.jusdi iii 
Dei Genctricis in criptis, usque ad tempora piae memoriae tlompni abbatis N icholai de Spina. Sed ipse, 
de consensu tocius capituli, illam miswin Iranstulil ad altaresancti Stephani et sanctae Manae Magda- 
lenac quod est in porticu septentrioiiali [larte navis ecclesiae ubi bealus Augustinus primo sepuUu-s 
eral et per qutiigciito.s annos usque ad suam translaeioiiciii ibi qiilescebal.' ed. Henry Hnidsbaw 


Society, 190a, I, 144. . , , ,, , . , 

* • liacc porticus eml in veten ecclesia ubi nunc est capell.! beaiac virinms. 


VV. Thom. col. 1765. 
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As will be seen presently, ilutre can also not be any doubt that they formed part 
of the church begfun by Ring Ethellx*rt in 5<>8; they also enclose the very 
piirfkus or aisle in which St. Austin and his immediate successors were buried: 
and standing^ in line against the north wall arc three of their actual toml>!; 

ffig. f>). 

The first of these ocoipies the north-cast corner of the Imilding, and h;is at 
its foot the staniling fragment of the east wall. To the west of the second tomb, 
and between it and the third, is a patch of an early cement fl^>or, with a luight 



fig. Rettutiitt of ihtt ^Hih ^rinrts of King Ethelbcrt's churuh, with the Urnibesi of 
archbiutuixs Launemr. Meilittu. and Justus. 


red suii'ace of pounded Roman tile. To the west of the third tomb at 29 ft. from 
the east wall is a foundation only 13J in. thick and plastered on both sides, which 
apparently carried a wall or screen enclosing the burving-placc on the west. 
Just beyond this are the remciins of a concrete platform, perhaps for an altar. 

Before dealing with the tombs themselvc.s, several other features must be 
noticed; and first, another patch of red cement flooring. This lies opposite the 
intCA'al between the first and second tombs; but it is to the north of the wall 
a^inst which they stood, ami clearly belongs to a later extension of the building. 
This extension probably includwi the dcLStioved apse to the east, and it neces¬ 
sitated the taking do^m of the north wall of Hthelberfs work for its whole length 
to enable tlie new floor to be continued over its line. 

The extent of the new work can approximately be fixed. Its cast wall 
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remains with the betrinning^ of an apse. Its western limit may be indicated bv a 
foundation 2I ft. wide which crosses Rthelbcrl’s building near its west end. The 
north wall seems partly to have been prcser\'cd a.s a brLse for abbot Scotland’s 
aisle wall, and is still \lsible on the cloister side for ii.s whole length. The 
two works arc readily distinguished by a dificrcncc of colour in the mortar, 
and the rubble masonry here and there is nidcly laid herring-bone fashion. The 
enlarged aisle was apparently 52 ft. in length. Its date [=, an open t) nest ion, 
but 1 think it may be connected with a dedication of the church in 97.^ by arch¬ 
bishop Dun.stan, in honour of the holv apostles Peter and Paul and of St Austin,* 
an event which evidently points to some unrccordctl reconstruction or rebuilding 
on a large scale. 

It must of course be borne in mind that these discoveries on the north part 
of the church ought to be balanced by similar finds of Cjuite corresponding in¬ 
terest on the south part of the site of the portkus or aisle of St. Marlin, wherein 
were Iniried St Retard, Ouceii Bertha, King Iithelbcrt, an<l King Ridbald and 
his queen Emma, but for these we must await the removal of the hospital laiindty^ 
which .ST) unhappily and ctfcctually stands in the way. Until this has been re¬ 
moved and the rest ot the nave laid open it w'ill also be safer to rcser\ c forcon- 
.sidcration several questions relating to the original plan and enlargement of the 
church. 

Meanwhile, it is somew'hat unfortunate that our present investigation.s are 
limited in two directions: to the north, by the de«q> foundations of abbot .Swit- 
lands aKle wall; to the south by the strong and broa^l sleeper wall of his nave 
arcade. I'he first is not very serious, but the .southern oljstruction overlies much 
that we W'ould fain have seen. Moreover, it is 10 ft. broad and nearly 6 ft. deep, 
and its extraordinar>' solidity makes it difticult to burrow into or under. Its 
removal too is lx)th undesirable and inexpedient, owing to its forming an 
im|X)i tant chapter in the history of the building. 

The story can. however, be continued by the description of certain features 
south of it. 

Partly overlaid by the western wall of VVulfric’s building, and more or less 
in line with the eastern wall of Ethelbert’s work, is a broad concrete foundation 
nearly 7 ft. thick. It has a clear face to the cast, but the w’est side is\'ery rough 
and much cut about It appears to mark the eastern limit of the nave of the 
Saxon church, but 1 am inclined to a-ssociate it with the tenth-century recon¬ 
struction rather than W'ith Kthclbcrt’s wwk. Parallel w'ith it to the west at a 
distance of about 2 ft., is the foundation of another w'all, 254 in. thick, of doulHful 
purpose and dale. 

' 978. * DedicMUi full inta ecclc-sio a bcato Dunstano in honore sanctorum ap<.t»iolorum Petn et Pauli 
vt sancti Au^stini.' Thom, col. 1760. 
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At the base of the js^reat sleeper wall, here 5 ft. 10 in. deep, there extends 
westward from below the tliick cross wall on the east, the concrete foundation 
of an older wall which has been traced for about 25 ft. from the face of Wulfric s 
octagon. At a distance of 23^ ft. from the same point it suddenly rises vertically 
to a higher level, ft. 9 in. below the sleeper w<ill, and forms a jamb of Roman 
brick. Eastwards of this the foundation is set back 15 in. for a length of 6 ft 
I'his apparently marks the j)lace of a doorway, which, iis will be seen from the 
plan, comes exactly in the middle of the hurying-place to the north, wherein 
stand the three tomb.s. 'fhe conclusion, therefore, is irresistible, that wc have 
here the south side of Ethclbert’swith the place of the entrance into it 
from the nave of the church, but it is curious that this wall is not parallel with 
the one to the north. It has also not been possible as yet to fix its thickness. 
This was greater than that of the outer wall, but the inner face is everywhere 
overlaid by the sleeper wall, and burrowing under this has not so far shown what 
is wanted. It is also much to be feared that for the building of the sleeper wall 
ever)'thing upon its line was first cleared away, and there thus have been lost 
m.any features of interest. W’hat these were must next be mc[uircd into. 

‘ The book of the translation of St. Austin the apostle of the English and of 
his fellows’, now amongst the Cottonian M.SS, in the British Museum,* which 
the monk Gocelin wrote towards the close of the eleventli century,* is of special 
interest as being a contemporary record of the works that were carried out in 
the a])bey chun;h under abbots Wulfric. Scotland, and Wido. The first of these 
began to link together the two early churches with his octagonal structure ; the 
second replaced the Saxon church of our Liidy and Wulfric’s building by a new 
presb}tcry with the existing crypt and transepts; while Wido continued Scot¬ 
land’s work down the nave. 

Before each of these operations was begun, it was necessar>^ temporarily 
to transfer elsewhere the remains of tlic saints and famous men who had been 
buried in the building about to be dealt with. 

In 1030 the remains of .St. Mildred through the gift of King Cnut, had been 
translated to St. Austin’s from Minster in Thanel. and laid Ijefore the principal 
altar of .St. Peter and St. Paul. Here they rested until the destniction of the 
presbytery by Wulfric for his new building, when they were moved into the aisle 
of .St. Austin and placed against its north wall. 

The destruction by Scotland of King Eadbald’s orator)- of our Lady involved 
the translation of the remains of St. Adrian, the seventh abbot ; of Albin his 

* Vtspa-sian B xx. 

• In the prologue to Book 1 tic dcsci ilics the mincles wrought ‘ per hot fere ab ipsa translatione 
septennium that is, in the seven years following the translation by abbot Wido in 1091. which would 
give 1097 as the tialc of his work and that accqjtcd by the Hollandisis. jNote by the Rev. R. V. Potts. j 
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successor and several other abbots: and ot the bodies of four kings, including 
Eadbald, who built the chapel, and T^othair, the son of St Scxburg. All of 
these, with the exception of Adrian, abbot Scotland (according to Gocelin) 

placed in a western lower of the monastery before the altar of the Holy Mother ol 
God, until the new church being rebuilt they could be re-deposited with new honour.’ 

Gocelin gives a minute account of the removal of the altar and tomb of 
St. Adrian, whose body was found entire within ‘a large sarcophagus of white 
marbleAt the suggestion of Odo bishop of Bayeux, who happened then to be 
at Canterbury, the body was not taken out. 

And so the beloved Adrian, together with his great block of stone beautiful^' 
decorated, is lilted out entire upon very strong beams: he is borne forth with melo¬ 
dious organs of praise that reach the stars; into the aisle of the most beloved father 
Austin his most welcome colleague is conveyed : and among his most blessed asso¬ 
ciates and near to his first successor, that most holy archbishop Laurence, is 
entombed with fittiug reverence.* 

It was Scotland’s intention, on the completion of the new presb)'tcry which 
he had built above his cry'pt. to translate thither the bodies of Austin and hi.s 
successors, as well as the relics already noted, but his own death in 1087 delayed 
for a time the carrying out of this plan. 

Scotland \v;is succeeded by VVtdo, who, in 1091, effected the translation of 
all who had been buried in Austins portiens^ but not until their remains had nar¬ 
rowly escaped total destruction tlirough the im])atient throwing down upon them 
of the building that stood to the east. 'I he story of this extraordinary proceeding 
is eloquently told by Gocelin, but he goes on to say that 

when such great heaps of stones, beams, and leaden roofs, which liad overw'hclmed 
the sacred bodies, had been removed, all the sepulchral monuments of those men, 
although they were fragile and of tilcwork, and also the sculptures and angelic images 
with the Majesty of our Lord, wonderfully WTought over the tomb of the uoble Austin, 
appeared unhurt, while all acclaimed the wonderful works of Cod. 

Meanwhile (continues Gocelin) the south wall remained near which lay the kindly 
Austin and the holy Deusdedit, and this being at Icngtli loosened by much batter¬ 
ing, while it was believed that it must certainly ci ush the sahiLs, straightvs'ay by the 

' ‘ in occidental! turn monasterii omnia coinposuit ante sancte Dei Genetricis altare. donee nova 
ecclcsia reedificata. novo recondenmlur fionore.* Lib. ii. cap. xiii, ibuL f. 131 

* ‘Totus iUqiie desidcrabili.s Adrianus cum saxosa mole siia spcciose adornatu roliiistissimis tra- 
bibiis cxcipitur. cum duicimodLs laudum or^nis astra ferienlihus effertur. in porticum desidcrantissimi 
patris Augustinl gratissimus collega deponilur. el inter beatUsimos ipsiiis consortes. ac juxta pnmiim 
ejus successorem Laurentiiim arcliiprcsulem sanclissimum condigna sanctitatc rccondiiur.* Lib. ii. 
cap. xi, ibid, f, 130 h. 
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unspeakable mercy of GimJ it made a sort of a leap, and fell down flat, all in one solid 
mass, to the south, against those who were pushing it.* 

Despite this careless treatment of the most sacred relics of the church, they 
were eventually taken up and translated in toji into the new presbytc^^^ under 
circumstances described at lenglli by Gocelin, which may for the present be 
passed over. He inserts, however, in his story, a chapter that is of special interest 
in connexion w'ith recent discoveries, to this effect: 

It is a sacred duty to let posterity hear, what is no longer to be sr'en. in what 
jX)sition the saints formerly rested here. Austin first of all occupied the south side 
of his aisle, and with his sacrcxl feet was pressing the eastern-wall. On his left his 
first ^ccessor ajid comfKinion I.aimcncc, as has been shown, was stretched out in 
a similar space, only removed from him by so much room as the altar of their most 
blessed (xitron Gregory* was occupying, claiming as its own one on citlier side. 'I’he 
other part of the breadth to the north, on the left of the gwd L.iuivnce, received the 
holy Adrian. But the virgin of Christ Mildred, the one jewel of the Gilliers, by 
the north wall corrcsjxjnded in a like place with Au.stin on the .south. Of Uie 
tninslatlnn of these (saints) we have above declared. At her head, as at that of the 
blessed Austin, stood an altar. But at the sacred head of Laurence, Mellitus, as his 
next successor, projected into the middle of the church. Mellitus makes room at his 
head for the righteous Justus, according to his succession to himself. On the right 
of Justus is blessed llonorius, the successor of Ju.stus, and on the right of Honorius 
the holy* and God-given Deusdedit was placed in tiic order of his succession. Me 
indeed deserved a resting place on the same south wall at the head of mightiest 
Austin; only the door in the middle by which one entered divided them. Yet all the 
tombs of those angels of God were so separated that a jKissage between each of them 
was possible.* 


' 'Nam ubi tante moles lapidura. trabiinn tcctoniinque plumbatorum. que sarrosancia corpora 
obnierant sunt ablate.' omnes ille illorum sepulchmles cdicule cum essent fractites el latcrhie. sc«J cl 
sculpture ft imagines angclicc cum clominica majestate super lumbani magnifici Auoe«Ti»i mirificc 
formate? ciinctis minicula Dei occlanmnliljiiH illcsc apparuerc.’ Lib. i, cap. Hi, /A«/. f. 96 A. 

*Rcstabat interim |>arics australis qua parte alinus Auol'STINus sacerque INrusdedit quiescebant. 
Qui tamiuin multo anctc solmuft. Hum certo nutu sanctos opprcs.sutu.s crcdcretur.-* protinus mestima- 
bili Dei virtiiU' quasi in saltum excutilur. el ad austram contra impellenlcs totus Integra soliditatc 
prosternilur.’ l.ib. i, cap. iiii. tdfW, f. 96A. 

* (f. loij * Bium esl cLiam postoros uudire- quo<I jam non csi videte. qua hie sancti priu.s requievrrini 
positione. Primus Augustinus sue porticus australe latus ptvssidehat. el sacris vestigiis oricntalcm 
maceriain pulsabai. Ab ejus leva primus successor cl lateralis I^uircntius ut prcinomstratum est siinili 
spacio protcndel>alur. Lantummodo remottiH. tpiantum loci altarc bcatissimi auctons sui Gregorij luiio 
iiiilc utriiinque ascissens i>ccup;ibat. Cetera [»ars aipiilonalis latitudinis. a simsira alrai Laurc>Ui> 
Adnanum Kinctum exceperat. Virgo aulem xpi Mildrctia unjca p.itrum gemma, a boreali parietc australi 
Augustino roucordi respondcbai regione. quos supra tran.siatos e-xudimus. Kjus vcrtici ut bcati 
Aiigustini. altarc asialwi, At capiti sacn> I.aurcnUi. Mellitus ul proximus successor, in producta cccicsic 
ai(M imintnebal. Mellitus jiisiiHuuni Justum. .secundum suam successionem sibi accommodai ad caput. 
A Justi verodexlera beatus I lonot ius successor Justi a dexira Honorio.-' sanciusci a Dcod.-itU5 Deus- 


OF ST. AUSTIN AT CANTERBURY 393 

The recent excavation of Ihe porficusTxn^ its surroundinpfs. althougfh incom¬ 
plete for tlie reasons al)Ove stated, makes it comparatively eiisy to understand, 
what would otherwise have been somewdiat diflicull, this aireful description by 
(iocclin. 

'Hic original aisle had in its eastern corners and up against the east wall the 
tombs of Austin to the south and of Laurence to the north, with "the altar of 
St Gregor>' between them. There was also a smaller altar at the head of Austin's 
tomb. Before the main altar was a clear space, entered by the doorway on the 



Fig. 7. Restored plan, with probable arrangement of fettkus and tombs. 


south, which liad opposite to it against the north wall the tomb of Mellitus. The 
western part of the chapel had against the wall or screen, that enclosed it, the 
tomljs of Ju.stus and Deusdedit in the corners with Monorius between. 

Besides these six tombs there were two others; these stood, however, not 
in the original portkus, but in the later extension of it to the north. Beyond 
Laurence lay Adrian, whose empty grave can now be seen, and against the north 

dedit succe5;sionu >»ue online »ubjiingcbatur. Is nempe a capite summi Augustini. ejuisdem [f. 101 
australis parietis thonim commeruit quos tantum mt.diuni ostium quo intrabatur dii;ori!vit. Sic tamcn 
urant omnia ilb angelorum Dei niausolea disUncta. ut transitus haberetur inter .<ungula.' Lib. 1, cap, xvU, 
ihtii. ff. 101, lot b 

vv>i_ ijcvi. 3 D 
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wall, in the corner, lay Mildred, with a small altar at the head of her tomb, but 
the place of her burial is now covered by Scotland’s aisle wall. The three tombs 
that have lately been found in a row are clearly those of Laurence, Mellitus, 
and Justus. The places of the others and of St. Gregory’s altar are unhappily - 
covered by the great sleeper wall. 

Before describing the tombs it may be well to quote from a further chapter 
by Gocelin another curious discovery that was made. 

Now in taking up the body of the blessed Laurence, while it was being decided that 
the pavement which before St. Gregory’s altar, between him and the renowned 
Austin, should first be taken up, so that an easier exit might be prepared for the saint 
from the tomb broken through on the side, wonderful to say the hardness of the 
bricks mocked the iron tools and the wits [or engines] of them all. ... At length 
the stubborn strength yields to frequent blows, yet the very strong construction 
ol the brickwork is not broken up. But, wondrous sight, a sort of wooden board¬ 
ing nailed together, about the size of a large door, is taken out entire. And while 
from the pavement thus pulled up this boarding is torn out and lifted up, a small 
sepulchral crj'pt, which was hidden before or even under the altar itself, is disclosed 
by a small stone being pulled up in like manner. A small opening being thus made, 
straightway a prodigious vapour of sweetness never before experienced, boiling up, 
not only smote the b3^standers in the face as a might3’ blast, but blew through the 
whole cloister of the monastery and the brethren resident therein with a new aroma 

of spices.Under the same altar of St. Gregor3^ then, the most holy body of 

the buried man lay towards the same east wall hard b3'', as did those of Austin and 
Laurence, and lying exactly in the middle as the son of both fathers, was as it were 
cherished under the wings of each.’ 

1 he remains of this person, whose burial was unrecorded and his name un¬ 
known, were enclosed in a leaden coffin and translated into .Scotland’s new work. 
As his name was known only to God he was henceforth entitled Deonotus. 

(jocelin describes with his usual eloquence the issuing forth of fragrant 
vapours from the tombs of Austin and Mellitus and follows up the account of 
the translations with the following interesting notes: 

’ [f. loi ‘ Igitiir efferendo beati Laurentii corpore. dum pavimentum quod coram Gregoriano 
altare inter ipsum et preclarum Augustinum patebat prius evellendum censeretiir. quatinus a latere 
fracta tumba facilior. exitus sancto pararetur. mirum dictu. ferramenta et ingenia omnium, ridebat 

durities laterum.Tandem rebellis fortitudo crebris ictibus subjicitur. nec tamen muni- 

tissimus laterculorum textus solvitur: verum mirabile visu. quasi ligneum tabulatum conclavatum 
ad spatium ample ianue integer sustollitur. Dumque sic excrustato pavimento evulsa crates 
erigitur. sepulchralis criptula que coram ipso vel sub ipso altari latebat evulso pariter lapillo violator. 

Ita modice foramine facto, protinus ingens vapor, inexperte suavitatis ebulliens. non solum asstantes 
ut vehemens flatus in faciem percussit. sed et totum claustrum monasterii ac fratres in eo residentes 

nova aromatum virtute perflavit.[f. 102] Sub eodem itaque Gregoriano altare. sacrosancta gleba 

sepulti ad ipsum orientalem parietem contiguum sicuti Augustini et Laurentii porrigebatur: qui tan- 
quam filius geminorum patrum eque medius. velut utriusque alis fovebatur.’ Lib. i, cap. xviii, ibid. 

If. loi b, 102. 
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On the Monday following, the site being cleared, the building of the nave of the 
church goes on. A great column is founded in the northern rank in that very place 
whence the richest treasure, the bod}’^ of Austin, was taken up. That (column) 
encloses in a spacious cavit}^ as sacred relics, the hallowed bricks of his tomb or little 
crypt. Of the pavement laid below, on which the most blessed body la^^, the bright 
purple tiles, united together in a level flooring, and reeking with nard of saffron hue, 
are eagerl}'^ stripped off and enclosed in the altar of the new jiorch of the blessed 
Gregory . . . Under these tiles lying on the top was found most pure earth, half a 
foot thick, from the foundation that projected from the old wall of the Augustinian 
portiem. This earth, too, the odour of Austin penetrating the tiles, was fragrant 
with marvellous sweetness. The earth taken out about the flints of the aforesaid 
foundation they decided should be distributed through the sacred tombs of Laurence, 
Mellitus, and Justus, which had escaped the ruination of the ecclesiastical structure, 
and so be preserved. 

Gocelin concludes with this important memorandum : 

Moreover, lest our posterity, those who shall be sons of the love of so great a father, 
shall grieve that henceforth they know not the place as described of his ancient monu¬ 
ment, let him note who will that this column, which we have described a little before, 
contains the tile tomb, and let him number and know that it is the third from that 
which is arched for the eastern tower.' 

It may be pointed out, also for the sake of those who come after us, that the 
flint rubble core of this third pillar is still standing to a height of 2 ft. 5 in., but 
there is no outward sign of the tiles of Austin’s tomb, and I doubt if we should be 
justified in breaking up the core in the hope of finding the tiles within. We have 
also in several places met with black earth similar to that referred to by Gocelin. 
A layer of it, except where interrupted by graves, extends under the red cement 
floor of the nave, and it occurs again further east to the north of the destroyed 
apse. 

From the particular mention of the preservation of the three tombs along 
the north wall, and the account of the way in which the materials of Austin’s 

' ‘Secunda dehinc feria.-' patente spacio structura navis ecclesie procedit. Fundaturcolumna spaciosa 
in aquilonali serie. ipso loco unde opulentissimus thesaurus Augustini corporis assumtus est. Cujus 
tumbe vel criptule sacratos laterculos. alvo capaci pro sacris pignoribus ilia complectitur. Substrati 
vero pavimenti cui beatissima gleba incubuit lateres puniceos. nitidos. piano tabulatu contextos et crocea 
nardo fumantes. certatim excrustantur. et in altari nove portions beati Gregorii supra memorato recon- 
duntur. Sub his lateribus inventa est terra mundissima. semipedis spissitudine fundamento quod de 
pariete veteri Augustiniane portions prominebat superjecta. Hec quoque terra penetrante lateres 
Augustini odore mirifica fraglabat suavitate. Quain ad predicti fundamenti silices exhaustam i per 
sacrata busta Laurentii. Melliti ac Justi que ecclesiastice structure persequutionem evaserant.-" distri- 
buendam ac servandam censuerunt. Ne vero posteri nostri hi qui fuerint filii dileccionis tanti patris 
se nescire doleant hactenus descriptum ejus antiqui monumenti locum, notet qui voluerit hanc colum- 
nam quain paulo ante designavimus ejus continere latericiam tumbam. numeretque et sciat ab ilia que 
turri orientali arcuatur terciam.’ Lib. i, cap. xxix, ibid. ff. 108 b, 109. 
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tomb were disposed of, I think it must be taken for granted that everything else 
in the original ehapel was entirely destroyed, as already noted, for the building 
of the sleeper wall. 

It only remains to describe the tombs that have been so fortunately spared 
to us. 

The easternmost, that of archbishop Laurence, who died in 619, appears out¬ 
wardly as a flat-topped rectangular mass of concrete raised 3 ft. above the red floor 
(fig. 8). It is 3 ft. wide, and was originally 9 ft. long, but was seriously damaged 



Fig. 8. Remains of the tomb of archbishop Laurence, with Adrian’s grave on the left. 


in the thirteenth century by being cut through for the toundation (which we 
have lately removed) of a transverse screen-wall in the aisle above. It now con¬ 
sists of a large section towards the east 5 ft. 7 in. long, and a fragment to the west 
containing the head of the grave. The concrete mass, which abuts at its foot 
against a section of Ethelbert’s wall that has been preserved on account of it, 
consists of an upper layer, 26 in. thick, of pieces of Roman tile bedded in white 
mortar, and resting upon an under layer of pink cement which enclosed the coffin 
on all sides (fig. 9). The coffin was 6 ft. in. long, with sides 18 in. deep, and had a 
coped lid with a flattened ridge 6 in. broad and rounded ends. The total depth 
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of the coffin was 2 ft. 2 in. and tlje width abcnit 2 ft. tlirouj^hout. The coffin was 
a wfKwlen one, and the interior of tlie toml) is actually a cast of its outward fi>rm. 
since the pink cement was evidently poured over it in a scini-fluKl stale after it 
Itad been laid In the grave, until it was completely coverctl to a depth of (i in. 
alH)ve the lid. The grave was 23 in. deep and Hoored willi similar cement, and 
the foot of tlic coffin was 2 ft. 6 in. from the wall ;igainsl which the tomb abuts. 
Whether the coffin contained an inner one of lead we cannot now tell, but arch¬ 
bishop Laurence must have been a very tall and sparely built man. 

It is evident from Gorelin’s account of the discovery of Deonottis under 
St. Gregory’s altar, that the alUir was removed and the flooring .soulh of ihc toinh 
taken up, so that the side (d tin? tomb could be broken through and thecontent.s 
withdrawn. The breach is still vi.siblc, but if the tomb bad not been |xutly cut 
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Fig. 9. Section of the U»inl> of nrchhlslwvp I^iircnce. 


away In the thirteentli century it would have been difficult for us to see the in¬ 
terior as v\T now can, owing to the dose proximity (Ic^s than 18 in.) of the sleeper 
wall. 

It may be noted that when the original wall to the north was taken down 
for the enlargement of the aisle, the side of the tomb thereby exposed was 
roughly plastered over. 

The second tomb, that of archbishop Mcllitus, who died in 624, stands 23 in. 
to the west of the fireL It Is 7 ft. i in. long and 3 ft. bn>ad, but its flat top is rai.sccl 
only 3 in. above the floor. The tomb is outwanlly of wliite cement or concrete. 
There is a breach low down along the south side, through whicli the contents 
were taken out in 1091, but owing to the nearnc.ssof the sleeper wall it is impos¬ 
sible now to see inside, unless an opening be made from alxfx'e. 
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Another interval, of 25 in., divides the second tomb front the third, that ot 
arrhltishop Justus or |ust, who died in 630. This is <> ft. .j In. long and 3 It. wide, 
with a roughly bevelled lop 6 in. above thcHoor. Owing to the fact that in ick)1 
the tomb oi archbishop 1 lonorius wa-s .standing alongside it on the south, th(‘ 
tomb ol Justus wiis not opened on that side, but on the north, by cutting down 
the foiindation of Ethelbert’s wall. The long breach then made through which 
the c^'Tit<‘nts were taken out cMiables tin* interior to be examined with ease. .^Vs 


in the case of archbLshop Laurence, a large woculen coftin, or outer shell to an 
inner one. was laid in the grave. The body of the rnfiin was then surrounded 
up to it.s rlepth with semi-fluid white cement, and upon this when sufficiently si't 
there was lni<l along the si<les at the level of the lid a line of pieces of Roman 
brick. I'hese were phu ed horizontally on the .south side, but on the wall side 



Fij. fa S<*ction of the comb of archnisbnp Jiiwus. 


they were laid aslant. The sloping sides of the lid were then covered up with a 
fxmrrete of flints and white cement until the coffin w'as completely buried to 
n depth of 6| in. above the ridge (fig. lo). 

'I'hc interior of the tomb, like that (»f Daurence, is practically a cast of the 
shape of the coffin, but owing to the use of a finer and more lirpiid cement, it is 
in better preservation. 

The cotiin was 7 ft. 7 in. long with a uniform widllt outside of 2 ft. 8 in. and 
I ft. 8 in. deep from the ridge of its coped lid or cover, I'hc ends were formed of 
pieces of planking 2i in. to 3 in. thick, square at the bottom and gabled at the top. 
The bottom w^as made of three planks: a middle one 20 in. wide, and side planks 
only 6 in. wiflc canted up outwardly at a small angle. The coped lid was 2 in. 
narrower in width than the coffin, and formed of two thick planks incrca.sing in 
thickness from i in. at the ridge to in. at the edge, which was irharnfered on the 
under side. The imprint ol the boards, even to the grain in places, ib plainly 
visible on the cement which was evidently fluid enough to run in between the 
planks at the ends and elsewhere where they were not closely nailed together,' 

’ For the minute details of the inside of this tomb I am greatly indebted to Mr. Wilfrid J. I lernp, 
who spent .-I considerable lime within il, examininf; it and taking the necessary notes and measurements. 
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It shouM be noted that the foot of the coffin actually extended yin. beyond the 
tomb under the pink floor, which, if not contemporary, ought therefore to be of 
a later date, and that the ends and south si<le of the tomb arc coated with fine 
plaster. The size of the enclosed coffin suggests that archbishop Justus, like 
Laurence, was a ver\' tall man. 

Of the interest attaching to the discoveries just described it is somewhat 
difficult to sptrak. 

Not only do they take us back w'ith startling reality to the vei*}' beginnings 
of the English Church, but they prove in a remarkable way the credibility of the 
chroniclers of the abbey who set down for us what they had heard and seen. 
Tlte account of the monk Cocclin in particular may to a large extent be taken 
as tliat of an eyewitness who w;is keen to record all that he siiw, and his descrip¬ 
tions and enthusiastic flow of language justify William of Malmesbury’s opinion 
of him as ‘insignis litterarum et cantuuin pentia’. The finding of the veritable 
tombs of three of the earliest archbishops of Canterbury is in itsell a noteworthy 
event, and the singular recovery from them of the forms of two of the contained 
coftins is another excej)tional matter. 

We have also got an instalment tow^ards the plan of one of the first important 
cliur(:hes recorded to have l‘H::cn built in England, begun from the foundations so 
early as 598. Eor further remains of this and of its unrecorded enlargement, as 
w ell a.s the excavation of St. Martin's aisle tmd its contained royal tombs, we may 
confidently await the mudi-to-bc-desircd removal of the h<.)spital wiishhouse. 

'I'hc foundations of Wulfric's abortive building that have so fortunately been 
preserved to us, form yet a third remarkalile find, and it is to be hojied that some 
further light may be thrown U|.)on its possilfle origin and puqx)se by the publica¬ 
tion of its singular i)lan and arrangement. 

All these discoveries justify in the most ample manner the value of scientific 
excavation and the careful noting of what is fijund: Gocclin’s description of Ihi* 
Inuying-place of the early archbisho|>s in itself would have been difficult to follow, 
l>ut lh<‘ revelation of tlu: lines of the early walls that enclosed it and of the later 
extension which included the added tombs has made everytliing cjuite clear. 

So, liM>, witli rcg'iird to Wulfric’s building. Excavation has revealed a most 
unusual plan of wdiich we had otherwise not the slightest hint. 


In conclusion. I >lioiil(l like agjiin toexpre^ss the indebtednessofall archaeo¬ 
logists to the .'uitliorities of .St. Augustine’s C.ollcge, «-specialIy to the warden. 
Bishop Knight, and the sub-warden, the Rev. R. U. Potts, lor their careful and 
patient unravelling of the important relics ol the Hi's! abbey church. The college 
has also with commendable fon^sight already roofed over for protection from the 
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weather so much of the excavated section of the north aisle as contains the arch¬ 
bishops’ tombs and their surroundings. Most useful help, too, has been constantly 
given by some of the students of the college, especially Mr. Bertram Lamplugh 
and Mr. Harold Pyner, the latter of whom has also arranged with unusual skill 
and judgement in the vestibule of the Library the large number of architectural 
and other remains that have been accumulating for some years from the ex¬ 
cavations. 

I am also personally indebted to Mr. Aymer Vallance for photographing 
the remains of the various screen foundations, etc. before their necessary removal, 
and to my old friend the Rev. Dr. Fowler for the translation of the difficult Latin 
of Gocelin’s chronicle, towards which Bishop Knight and the Rev. R. U. Potts 
have made some suggestions. 

It only remains to state that the three sur\dvdng trustees. Lord Northbourne, 
NL. F. Bennett-Goldney, and myself, in whose hands the property known as the 
Abbey Field was vested on its purchase by private subscription in looo, have 
now been able to transfer it to St. Augustine’s College, and so once more to unite 
tuo important sections of St. Austins Abbey that have been separated ever 
since its suppression in the sixteenth century. 


POSTSCRIPT. 

After the foregoing paper had been set up in type, the Rev. R. U. Potts kindly sent the following 
important note: j ^ 

‘The fact of the extension of the originalof which the stones first told us, has since been 
confirmed by the following statement from Gocelin’s life of St. Austin : 

Theodore too the seventh, a noble follower of the high Roman tradition, was buried on the 
right side of father Austin with only the internal wall of the church between them, because the 
porch as ye not enlarged could not hold all; but aftenvards ivhen it had been enlarged, to these 
fellow saints is added Adrian beloved of all generations, the most kindly abbot of thaf m^nasterr* 
also the fairest lily of the English, Christ’s royal virgin, Mildred witli her own brighTness most’ 

if these great fathers. Thus then the most Lssed father 

of them all pope Gregory, has his altar m the middle, like a patrician’s chair of state, and protects 
the same porhctis consecrated to God, embracing in his eternal affection not the graves of 
those who are buried together but the couches of those who banquet together’ (? not the 
shareis of a common grave but the partakers of a common feast).* 

[It is possible that the bit of early foundation by the site of Theodore’s grave (see d ^8q) mav 
have had something to do with it.-VV. H. St. J. H.J ^ ^ 

^ Ch. 53. ‘ Septimus quoque Theodorus, Romanae praecellentiae subsecutor epreo-luc almr. 
Augustino a dextro consepultus est latere, una tantum monasterialis alvi maceria • 

nonduiii amplificaia porticus omnes nequierat suscioere- oua bo'ilfn dlintnin . mterstite quia 

ad ungitur oVnibus Landus saeculis Adrianus eTuTdem moLSii Jbbafin^^nC^'^' consort^us 
candiJissimum ex Angiis lilium, regia ChrW So Sed.a sun 

splendida tantorum patrum ornamenta. Morum igi^r omnium auctor beatissimn.'^illustrat 
habens altare medium velut patricium solium, ipsamque ser\'ans Deo diraS \^"P^ Gregorius, 

p”^"” <.-‘"urcrivaT is*'™ 
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XIII .—Mary de Sancto Paulo, Foundress of Pembroke College, Cambridge. 
By Hilary Jenkinson, Esq., B.A., F.S.A. 


Read 26th November, 1914. 


It is natural that in the period of nearly six hundred years that has elapsed 
since the foundation of her college some of those who have had part in the 
Countess of Pembroke’s beneficence should have attempted to put together 
materials for her life. The most definite effort was made on the occasion of 
the college’s quincentenary in 1847 by the then Master, Dr. Gilbert Ainslie.^ 
Dr. Ainslie, who was responsible for the excellent arrangement and catalogue 
by which the Pembroke deeds are still referred to, wrote out his results in a 
manuscript book® which is now in the possession of the college. His critical 
acumen, as seen in this work, is wholly admirable: he realized and corrected 
numerous errors, some of which have continued in printed books down to the 
present time. He also covered, in his search for information, a very wide 
ground. This last, however, did not include original documents except (the 
exception is a large one, it is true) the college muniments and possibly some 
British Museum and other library manuscripts: the Public Records he knew, as 
a rule, only from Rymer, the Record Commission publications, and the like; and 
there are, of course, many printed authorities now in existence which he would 
gladly have consulted. 

I have therefore thought that there were gaps in Dr. Ainslie’s narrative 
which I might fill and even a few mistakes which I might correct; and that 
perhaps, making my survey ® as complete as possible, I might go so far as to try 
to discover not merely the ordinary facts which must emerge with regard to 
the career and possessions of any well known and highly placed medieval per¬ 
sonage, besides such actual material links with her as may still survive; but 
also something of her views, ideas, ways of life, what she was and what she 

* Upon the subject of the work of one of his predecessors (Bishop Wren) in this connexion see 
Ainslie’s MS., p. 73. 

* Memoirs of Marie de Saint Paid Countess of Pembroke. 

® I have been very much indebted, in the compilation, to the kindness of many connected with the 
college: in particular I should mention the present and late Masters (Mr. W. S. Hadley and the Rev. 
Canon A. J. Mason), the Treasurer (Mr. H. G. Comber), who has allowed me access to the muniments, 
and the Librarian (Mr. E. H. Minns), who has supplied me with much information. I have also to 
thank many of my colleagues at the Record Office and other friends who have at various times given 
me references. 
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thought in connexion with the political, moral, and intellectual movements and 
achievements of her time. In doing so I have used Dr. Ainslie’s MS. freely in 
connexion with other sources; though my paper was first written without 
reference to it. 

Researches of this kind have been very little made in regard to medieval 
women ; and are perhaps, on that account alone, of some interest. For reasons, 
however, which I think will be clear later, the result of them is somewhat dis¬ 
appointing in the case of Mary de Sancto Paulo. I am able to offer to the 
Society a few documents of real interest which have been untouched, or very 
little touched, so far; but the mass of information about the Countess, though 
very considerable in bulk, is, and I am afraid must remain (even in more skilful 
hands than mine), in a way colourless. 


Birth and Family Connexions. 

From her family and marriage connexions, the position she herself occupied 
during the major part of her life, and the characteristics of the period she lived 
through we might have, I think, a reasonable expectation of something quite 
vivid. Her family was that of ChAtillon of Chatillon-sur-Marne. Without 
going into the history of the original Miles de ChAtillon (c. 1050), of the ancestor 
who married the Princess of Antioch, or even of those more practical Chatillons 
who contracted alliances with the heiresses of St. Pol and Blois, we may mention 
that according to Ansclme it had been allied with the blood royal fourteen times, 
while the seventeenth-century historian of the house, Andr6 Duchesne, tabulates 
about 250 noble families with whom it had marriage connexion. The Countess’s 
own father was Guy de ChAtillon, Count of St. Pol (a small place in the Pas-de- 
Calais near Amiens): ‘ one of the most accomplished lords of his time ’, he fought 
for and sensed King Philippe le Bel in numerous high capacities. Her mother, 
Mary of Brittany, whom he married in 1292, was descended directly from the 
sister of the English Prince Arthur and (in a later generation) from Beatrice, 
daughter of Henry III; and was sister to that Arthur of Brittany (died 1312) 
whose descendants by his two marriages quarrelled so long over the duchy later 
in the fourteenth century. Our own Countess, the subject of this paper, was her 
parents’ fourth daughter, and was born (probably at St. Pol since she consistently 
used that name) not much later or earlier, we may suppose, than 1304. Her 
father died in 1317 and was buried, as was her mother, at Cercamp, Pas-de-Calais. 

It is important to realize the extent to which the Countess of Pembroke was 
united by ties of blood with ruling families all over the north of France; but 
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John 
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David : 
Earl of 
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Ct. of Blois, 
occ. 1346 


of 

Hainault 
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of Blois, I 
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dirticult to express it without enteriiij^ upon a long catalogue.' 1 ler falhers 
county of St. Pol went oul of the direct line, it is true, very sot)n; ht‘r brother’s 
son dying without issue and leaving it to the Luxembourg family, into which 
his sister liad maiTie<l. On the other hand, of the Countess s own elder sisters 
MaiuP was wife to Charles of V'alois and stepmother to the future king Philip VI, 
and to Marguerite of Valois, who married Maud's cousin, Guy C.ouni of Blois; 
Beatrice, marrie<l in 1315, was Dame de Neslc; and Isabel married in 1311 
William de Coney, :ind had a grandson who married lid ward Ill’s dau^ghter. 
There were also two younger sisters and two brothers, Jean Comte de .St. Pol 
anil Jaciiues Seigneur d'Encrc. At the ilate of the Ciountess's marriage (to 
mention only two further great houses) the (iount ot Blois, Charles was her 
first cousin and the Count of Porcicn her father’.s first cousin ; from this house 
of Porcicn (itself founded by a younger son) had already sjirung, in the first part 
of the fourteenth century, the branche-s of the Vidames de Laon, the Seigneurs 
dc la Eertc (a line which lasted in direct male descent well into the eighteenth 
centur\'), and the Seigneurs of Uampierre, Dours, La b*{;re cn Tardenois, 
Bonneuil and Marigny. I’lic Counts of Dunois and Chartres were similarly 
direct descendrml.s of Miles dc ChAtillon, as w’ere the Counts of Pcnthi6vre and 
the Seigneurs of Leuze. Indeed so numerous were the branches ot the family, 
anil so many the members of it who attained to such dignities as those of Con- 
stiible anti Grand-Master, that one can hardly imagine any event of historical 
importance occurring in France in the fourteenth centuiy without a de ChAtillon 
being present: Froissart mentions l^etween twenty and thirty of the name. 

Aymeij de Valencf.. 

The lady of these many relationships married a man w'ho was himself of 
very old P'rcnch descent. Aymer de Vahmee’s father, William de Valence, wcis 
a younger son of Hugh de Lusignari, tenth of that name, whose uncles had been 
kings in Cyprus and Jerusalem when a de Ch;\tillon was ruling in Antioch, 
Unlike the dc (di:itillons. however, the Lusignan family had at this date im- 

’ I have taken this informatioa and Uic maierials of ilic annexed pe<ligrcc mainly from Andre 
Duchesne’s Jlis/m're tit la Matson dc ChuUHon and Anselmc*s GiJicalogit ties Rots dc Ft'ame. Note 
that upon several points Duchesne cori ccU what he had to say in his text in the latter part of his 
wtumc (the prettves : sec particularly p. tt6 of these). I am mudt indebted to Mr. G- W. Watson, who 
was good enough to read through the proofs of the pedigree. It is, I am afraid, only a rough one; 
and it necessaril}' omits a great deal—for instance the children of the Countess’s sister Maud, one of 
whom married the Ktnperor Charles IV and one Piers Duke of Bourbon. Also it cannot show* many 
interesting cross-marriagcs : thus the Countess’s sister Beatrice married John of Flanders, who was 
nephewof Aymer de Valence’s first wife; her sister Isabels grandson married Edward Ill’s d.'tughlcr, 
while Isabel's daughters married Ch.Uiilon cousins. 

• Her will, aecoixliiig to Duchesne (p. 2B1), was dated 1348. 
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mediate marriage tics with England as well as France, Hugh the tenth married 
Isabel ol AngoulCmc after the death of King JohnP three ol his son^ half- 
brothers of I Icnry III, came over to seek a fortime in England: and William de 
\’^alence (the name is, again, probably <lerived from a birth-place) found il in a 
match with Joan de Munchensy, heir of the Munchensys, the Marechal-s and 
a branch of the de Clares, who l)rought him a great iortune and the earldom of 
Pembroke. Jo.in and William had seven children; two sons who died during 
their fathers life ; Joan married to John Comyn of Badenoch, whom Hrucc slew ; 
Agnes thrice married (oncx^ to a Balliol, brother to the King ot Scotland), but 
childless; MargareU who died unmarried; Tsalxtl, wife of John dc Hastings; 
and Aymer dc \ alence, Earl of Pembroke, Lord of W'cxford and of Montignat% 
Champagnac, Bclkic, and Ran^on. 

The position of Aymer dc Valence in the history ol his own time it would 
l)e difficult to exaggerate. 1 lis wjis, of course, a palatine earldom with juya 
ycgalia. His property, alter the death of his mother and his cousin (DionyMa 
dc Munchensy •), was enormous—he is said to have owned lands in six hundred 
and thirty-one places, besides what he had of his fathers inheritance. Apart, 
however, from his lands and his family, his own character gave him an invariable 
prominence in the affairs of the lime; and, whether or no one likes his policy, 
alwa\s a successful <jne. Not only was he kccpxrr of Scotland (he figures in, 
among others, the famous bloodhound story), a frequent ambassador to France,’ 
executor of the will of Edward I and charged specially by lhat king with the 
welfare of his son, Edward II, and the repression of Piers Ciaveston—not only 
had he such positions as these, but in every plot and intrigue which marked the 
reign of Edward 11 we find him prominent, and from every one he emerged 
successfully, d he cluoniclers have unpleasant things to say, or to hint, of the 
part he played in the proceedings of the Lords Ordainers, in the rebellion of 
the Mortimers, and in the deaths of Gaveston and Lancaster; but few would 
deny that it was a skilful and a predominant part : and it is a fascinating problem 
what would have occurred if his death had not preceded and perhaps left room 
for the final plot of Mortimer and Queen Isabel. In fine, the biography of 
Joseph the Jew, as Gaveston named him, has yet to be written ; and the historian 
who undertakes it will probably rcNvrite in the pi'ocess much of the history of 
Edward II. 

* The match liad been umnged, before that of John was thouglii of, lo lu-^l an old family quarrel : 
for llic curious story of this, sec Miss NtirgaU* s John Lackland. 

* See CompUtf /Wm/'r untlcr ' Pembroke* tp. 203, note /). 

* He had special letters on one occanion to the G>unt of Sl Pol. 
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Marriage. 

So much for the position in the world of the Countess of Pembroke and 
her husband. Their complicated relationship (he was her grandmother’s first 
cousin) I must leave the pedigree to show. He was not a young man when he 
married her, and his first wife, Beatrice of Clermont N^elle, had only been dead 
a few months.* It seems clear from this last fact and from the mention of the 
subject which we have in records (particularly the appeal made by Edward II 
to the Pope when he wrote for the necessary dispensation that the marriage 
had a definite significance with regard to the relationships between France and 
England at the moment. At any rate the negotiations for it seem to have gone 
quite smoothly. Early in 1320 A3'^mer had been employed in Scotland, and in 
June was keeper of the realm while the king was in France; then in vSeptember 
his first wife died,® and by November he was over in France, where he seems 
to have stayed some months; the letters of the King of France containing the 
treaty of marriage are dated at Paris February 1321;* Edward’s letters con¬ 
senting to the assignment of dower are of April 12, and the bull of dispensation 
of April 22; and the marriage took place on July 3 or 5.® The Earl and his new 
Countess came back in time for a stormy Parliament in August; the Countess 
entered London on July 28, 1321, ‘and there came to meet her the earls and 
barons who had come to the king’s parliament ’.® 

Of the Countess’s married life we have absolutely no information : we do 
not even know at which of his castles the Earl placed her during the siege of 
Ledes Castle in October 1321, the events which led up to the capture, condemna¬ 
tion, and execution of Lancaster in March 1323,^ the parliament at York which 
revoked the Ordinances (Easter 1323), and the futile expedition to Scotland in 
September of the same year; in all of which Aymer took part upon the king’s side. 
But soon after April 1324 the Earl was on a special mission in F'rance (where affairs 
had become grave,following theescapeofMortimerfromtheTowerintheprevious 

’ See Archaeologia, xxvi, 338. According to the average age assigned to him in the Inquisitions 
post mortem on his father he would be over fifty in 1321. 

* R3mier, under date March 29, 1321, quoting Roman Roll. 

® It is incorrect to say that he was married three times. He had no children by either wife, but 
the Papal Register in 1324 (Calendar, p. 240) speaks of a natural son Henry, a knight. 

^ Duchesne, Prettves, p. 168: the Countess’s father had been dead some three or four years. 

® On this da}', according to one chronicler, Queen Isabel made purification for the birth of her 
daughter Joan ; ‘ and on the same day, as it was said, the Lord Aymer married the daughter of the 
Count of St. Pol at Paris’. 

® Amtales Paulini (Chronicles of Edward I and Edward 11 ), i, p. 292. 

’ He seems only just to have extricated himself over the Lancaster affair: we are told that he 
had to make oath upon the Gospels of his fidelity. 
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August); and there, at or near Compi^gne, on Saturday, June 23,1324,' he died 
very suddenly, possibly of apoplexy: some of the chroniclers, who never forgave 
him for the death of Lancaster, saw in his own end the judgement of Heaven.* 
Thus the Countess, young, newly married, childless, in a strange country and in 
troubled times, was left a widow; but by that very circumstance attained almost 
the only position of anything approaching independence possible for a medieval 
woman. From this time, then, her chronicler may begin to look for evidences 
of the free action of her own personality. 

1324 TO 1377: Incidents and Authorities. 

So much for the circumstances of birth and marriage which settled for 
Mar}’^ of St. Pol the position in the world which she was to occupy during a 
long widowhood. She was never married again (no doubt she arranged the 
matter, for though her marriage was once granted out by the king ® we never 
hear any more of it): she buried her husband on the 31st of July, 1324,^ beneath 
one of the finest medieval tombs that has survived to us; of which we shall have 
to speak again later: she went on visits to France, but spent the larger part of 
her life in England: she founded an abbey and a college : and widowed some 
time before the murder of Edward II she lived to see the Jubilee of Edward III, 
It remains to take a glance at the historical setting of these fifty-three years. 

We cannot, of course, even touch in detail here upon the events of Edward 
Ill’s reign. We may remind ourselves, however, that this period included, 
as I have said, the horrible circumstances of Edward IPs dethronement and 
murder; the coup d’etat of the young Edward III in 1330; the Scotch wars 
of the beginning of his reign;® the P'rench wars that followed with all their 
fluctuations, their lulls and revivals—the English victories at Crecy and Poitiers 
and the later English decadence and French recovery; two Great Pestilences 
in England and a Peasants’ Revolt in France; the activities of the Flagellants 
and the activities of Wiclif; the erection of such buildings as the Lady Chapel 
at Ely; the foundation of the Order of the Garter. 

' It is worth while emphasizing this date, which is given us by some of the Inquisitions post 
mortem, the poem of James de Dacia (App. IV), and other documents; because most authorities, 
following Dugdale, have miscalculated the regnal years of Edward II and made it 1323. The sugges¬ 
tion of apoplexy is taken from such common factors as may be obtained in the various descriptions of 
his death. 

® The author of the account in Flores Historiarum (p. 223) says, punning, that he died apud 
dimidiam villain (Miville) ubi Christas non voluit virum sangtiincum et dolosam dimidiare dies stios. 
Walsingham, who speaks of him much more kindly, also sees a judgement in his death (Chronicle, 
p. 193). See also, for his death, Ypodigma Neastriac, p. 259. 

® To Roger de Mortimer in 1327 (Cal. Fat., 166). 

■* Annales Paulini, vol. i, p. 307. 

® Two at least of the late Earl’s near kinsmen were closely involved in these—Atholl and Talbot. 
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We have also to take into consideration, however l:)riefly, the social, moral 
and economic chanoes which went with such events as those 1 have mentioned 

o 

—the general spirit of lawless gain whose particular embodiment is found in the 
Free Companies, the Trade Boom, the change in the conditions of labour, the 
change in religious and intellectual outlook. Further, with these we have to 
remember also the existence of the chivalric idea; it is a fact not to be too 
lightly dismissed that this is the age of Froissart, the man who wrote 

Que toute joie et tout honnour 

Viennent ct d’armes et d’amour. 

However much we discourage and distrust Romance the fourteenth century 
must remain entitled to be called picturesque, Many forms of art reached a 
very high level in England: a new literature was born : new ideas touched and 
coloured and quickened all the ordinary details of life, all the conventions of 
Religion, of Science, of Art, of Trade, of Fighting, even of Administration. The 
whole century may fairly be described as one of new colour, new energy, and 
teeming incident in every department of human activities. 

All these activities are reflected in an extraordinary richness of contem¬ 
porary manuscript sources. For the matter of the Chroniclers it suffices to have 
mentioned Froissart, though I would not willingly omit Barbour, and there are 
half a dozen others of importance. But we have to reckon also with the re¬ 
markable richness of Records: not only do all the normal great series of these— 
the enrolments of letters under the Great Seal (on Charter, Patent, Close and 
subsidiary Rolls), the records of all the processes preliminary to these (the 
Warrants and Inquisitions); the great rolls of Accounts, of Receipts, of Issues 
and of Memoranda at the Exchequer; the bulky records of proceedings in the 
two permanent divisions and all the visitational departments of the king’s 
judiciary—not only do all these increase enormously in bulk, scope, and regu¬ 
larity during the fourteenth century; but we have also to face a great increase 
in number and a new fullness of detail in the records of private jurisdiction or 
private enterprise on the one hand (in the Court Rolls, the Fabric Rolls, the 
Rentals and Bailiffs’ Accounts, the Municipal Records, the private Muniments), 
and on the other in those privmte accounts, correspondence and memoranda which 
survive to us because they served as vouchers or accompaniments to the more 
conventional public or semi-public Records. From all these classes, and especially 
the last mentioned, we derive to an ever increasing extent in the fourteenth 
century masses of intimate, picturesque, domestic information concerning all 
the chief personages and events of the time and the trappings, the circumstance, 
the human detail which accompanied them. When we look at the results which 
have accrued up to now from the comparatively slight use that has yet been 
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made of (let us say) the original Accounts of the Exchequer, it almost seems 
as if no person of any eminence could do anything at this time—be born, or 
married, or die; fight, or build, or judge, or feast, or dress; or so much as exist 
—without leaving us at least one or two coloured pictures of his life somewhere 
among the Public Records. 

I have tried to emphasize the eminence of the subject of this paper and the 
richness of the sources available, at this period, for the study of a person of 
eminence. From all these sources, printed and manuscript, I have had com¬ 
piled ^ what is, I think, a fairly complete Calendar of references relating to the 
Countess; it is based on references to two or three hundred Records, printed or 
in manuscript; and perhaps almost as important is the almost equal number of 
manuscripts which have been searched in vain. New publications and more 
extended indexing will, no doubt, add a certain number of items" to this list; 
but not, I hope, any new class of them, nor any leading to new material facts. 
It has already been suggested that the Countess’s position was such as to bring 
her frequently into contact with the various departments of administration whose 
activities survive for us in written records. We may now try to indicate certain 
groups of facts and inferences which may be obtained from these, together with 
certain negative results. 

The negative results, it may be mentioned at once, are connected largely 
with a very marked gap in the manuscript materials for the Countess’s history: 
search over a large number of Exchequer records produces hardly any references 
to her. It is not so much that we have not her own accounts. A few rolls such 
as those ^ which give us minute daily details of the life of the Countess’s contem¬ 
porary, Elizabeth de Burgo Countess of Clare, would indeed be invaluable; but 
it is only chance which has preserved these documents to us among the Public 
Records; there is no reason to expect a parallel Pembroke series. What is 
remarkable is that among all the entries on the roll of Issues, in every con¬ 
nexion and for every kind of purpose, from the king’s treasury, in all those long 
lists of gifts in the Household accounts of the king, the queen, and their children, 
in the frequent mention of persons who dined at the royal table or had liveries 
of robes or gifts at Christmas—in all these records which give us mention of 
persons who visited or were employed by or about the Court, we are able to 
find the names of practically every one we know of in the fourteenth century, 

' I have been much indebted to my wife’s help in making this compilation. My quotations from 
the Record Office Calendars of Patent and Close Rolls, etc., except where it is otherwise stated, refer 
in each case to the v'olume covering the year mentioned in the text. 

* For instance, it is almost impossible that a certain number of stra3' references should not be 
found on the Pipe Rolls: and a considerable quantity might probably be recovered from the Plea 
Rolls. These are, so far as I know, the only two serious gaps in the Calendar referred to. 

® Exchequer Accounts, Clare Household (Boxes 91 to 95). 
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except (saving in one or two special cases to be mentioned below) the Countess 
of Pembroke. Certain obvious inferences from this may better be drawn at a 
later stage, but it is worth mentioning here as a significant fact that whereas 
the Countess figures continually in the Chancery records, she almost escapes 
mention in the Exchequer ones.* 

The Countess and her two Countries. 

Perhaps the most natural point of interest in connexion with the Countess 
is that touching her relations with her two countries. On the one hand, we 
have to look upon her as an Englishwoman. On the other hand, Cr^cy w'as 
fought in her own part of France and Poitiers in that of her husbands family; 
when Hennebon was besieged the attacking party was led by one of her cousins 
and the defenders by the wife of another; when a quarrel about Brittany caused 
a renewal of war in 1341 two of her cousins were again the contending parties; 
when Charles of Blois was captured in 1344,^ the Pope wrote to her to receive 
his nuncios dispatched upon this matter; Poitiers brought to England a host 
of French prisoners, and among the most important of the French nobility who 
remained as hostages for their king’s ransom were three of her kinsmen (Guy 
of Luxembourg, Count of St. Pol, with his sons, Enguerrand de Coucy and the 
Count of Blois); a few years later when the French successes began they were 
led, among others, by this same Guy and it was his son who planned an invasion 
of England in 1366. 

It is a little difficult to decide how far personal and national feeling went 
in this war. Perhaps it is not too much to say that the Countess deliberately 
maintained a neutral attitude, and with remarkable success. On the one hand, 
she went frequently abroad; she went in 1325,® as soon as affairs were somewhat 
settled after the Earl’s death; and she remained abroad from 1331* to 1334.® On 
the other hand, when war broke out in 1337 (partly as a result of the childless 
death of her uncle, the Earl of Richmond) she definitely settled her residence in 
England, where of course her material interests chiefly lay; though it is possible 
that she had been in doubt at one period, since we find her, in 1333,® 1335, and 1336,'* 
acquiring from the coheirs in each case additions first to her husband’s and then 
to her own French lands. She appears to have gone abroad for a few months in 

^ I have not thought it worth while to consider the obvious cases where the Exchequer in its 
records merely repeats or notes the effect of Chancery activities. The point is the absence of any 
movement upon the Exchequer side of administration in her behalf. 

* Cal. Papal Letters, ra. ® Cal. Patent Rolls, 200. 

* Cal. Pat., 105, 123, 210, 268, 281, 308, 376, 426, 467, 543. 

® She was in England in July 1334: see Cal. Pat., 567. 

® Cal. Close Rolls, 81: cp. Cal. Pat. (year 1332), 309. 

vox.. LXVI. 3 F 
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1341.^ She again had licence to be abroad for a long period from November 1352® 
to the latter part of 1357/' being thus actually in France (as indeed she had special 
licence to be) when war was hot. She had succeeded early ^ in securing adequate 
protection in England for herself and her household, and in 1337,’ when the lands 
of all aliens were taken into the king’s hand.s, the order was promptly superseded 
in her favour. On the other hand, .she retained her lands in France so late as 
1372;'’' though it is true there seems to have been an inten'al when the French 
dispossessed her about 1346.* Side by side with these indications is to be put the 
fact that she was not exempted from sending troops for the siege of Calais in 
1347,” and from taking part in other ways in the defence of the realm. 

The questions arise—did she ever go abroad on English official business ? 
how far did either side, or both sides, make use of her as an exceptional and 
privileged neutral ? and how far did her own feeling, as well as circumstance.s, 
put her into that neutral position ? There are two main pieces of evidence on 
these points. 

First, she is definitely stated to be abroad on the king’s business in 1331.“ 
In this year Edward III had gone to France to do homage for his French lands 
for the second time; this following upon his dramatic.crushing of Mortimer and 
Queen Isabel: and the Countess had licence to go no more than three days 
after he returned home. However, if she had any diplomatic secrets on this 
occasion they were well kept, and 1 have found no trace of her expenses being 
paid. 

The second point lies in the new interpretation of a document printed by 
this Society '® —a wardrobe account of Queen Isabel for the year 1358, The 
editor (Mr. E. A. Bond) very plausibly suggests from the circumstance that the 
old queen is here found returning to Court and entertaining a number of the 
French prisoners then in England (and this at a time when talk of peace was in 
the air) that Isabel was taking part in negotiations between the two countries— 
she, too, being by circumstance both French and English. But he identifies a 

* Cal. Pat., 77, 126; Cal. Close, 100. * 2 ^ 263, 506. 

® Cal. Pat., 51, 170, 203, 409, 460. ^ e.g. in 1324: see Cal. Pat., 18, 57, 313. 

* Cal. Close, 94, 169; Cal. Pat., 57: cp. Cal. Prt/. (1328), 313, and {1339), 312; Cal. Close (1334), 230: 
see also Rec. Off., Ministers’ Accounts, 1187/19. 

® See Duchesne, op. cit., ‘ Preuves ’. 

Cal. Papal Letters, 25. Other matter with regard to the lands in France will be found in the 
Registres dii Parlement. 

* She was one of three ladies summoned to send a deputy to a special Council in view of a 
threatened French invasion in 1335; but probably her position as a landowner, rather than as 
a Frenchwoman, was responsible for this [Cal. Close, 517): cp. her summons (below, p. 413, note 3) to 
attend Councils on Irish matters. 

* Cal. Pat., 105. For another slight indication of her employment by the king, see App. Ill, 9. 

Archaeologia, vol. xxxv. 
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Countess of Pembroke who dined with her several times during this period 
with the widow of Laurence de Hastings, Agnes de Mortimer, at that time mar¬ 
ried to a second husband. Now' our Countess can be proved to have been in 
London at very nearly the required timep previous visits in Hertfordshire are 
equally possible, the Countess Mary frequently residing at Anstey and La Mote 
whence a journey to Hertford Castle would be quite reasonable; and a mes¬ 
senger of the Countess of Pembroke is called John de Anstey. I suggest further 
that a search of Fsabel’s Wardrobe Accounts - has so far revealed hardly any pre¬ 
vious connexion between our Countess and that queen, nor does it appear from 
any other records except two years before (i 356) when her licence to stay abroad 
was extended, it is expressly stated, upon the petition of Queen Isabel ®—at least 
an additional evidence that they might have been working together; and, in 
effect, who in Fmgland had stronger ties with France and the F'rench exiles 
(and therefore a stronger inducement to work for peace) than the subject of this 
paper ? A further slight confirmation of this view is found in the fact that when, 
in August 1357, Joan ‘calling herself Duchess of Brittany' had occasion to send 
a messenger to England on some business unspecified, it was the Countess of 
Pembroke who procured his safe-conduct.^ 

On all these grounds I think the altered identification is reasonable. If it 
is adopted the emergence of the Countess from retirement at this point, con¬ 
trasted (as we shall see later) with an almost total absence from Court life at 
other times, may be taken as strong evidence of very definite sentiment: while 
we are entitled to argue that the English king, as she says in her will, had always 
been her gracious lord, we must add that she had never abandoned a certain 
amount of French sympathy. We may, having gone so far, make use now ot 
three further small points. First, she drafted statutes for her college in which 
she provided for a definite attempt to secure French scholars.^ Secondly, 
making her will, after she had been deprived of her French lands, she still re¬ 
membered to make honourable bequests to both the French king and queen. 
Thirdly, the bequest to the French king—this after forty years of war, of English 

^ May 15 and i6 : see Appendix I. 

* Among the Exchequer Accounts, K. R. It is true that there are not very many, but what 
remain are very important: No. 393/4, for example, is a long list made after Queen Isabel’s death of 
all her goods, showing the disposal of them; a number being given to persons specified. The only 
connexion noticed anywhere is the fact that the Countess twice visited the queen in France in 
September 1325 (Exch. Accts., 380/9). 

** Cal. Pat., 409. 

* Rymer (Rec. Comm. Ed.) quoting French Roll, under date August i. 

* It is perhaps not beside the point to add that at the moment when this paper was read (November 
1914) nearly 200 of the scholars who should have been in residence at her college were fighting or 
preparing to fight in France for the French. 
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victories followed by French victories—was ttne espec qe jay qie$i sana pohttc', 
she provided for a special messenger who should explain its meaning; but the 
ceremonial signifioinct* of the pointless sword is, and was then, well known. 


Her Dower and Property, 

So much for Fraiu^e and England: we turn now to the topic of the (^oiinte.s.s*s 
estates and business generally an extensive .subject and one which brings us 
into most immediate contact with the Chancery .section of the Public Records, 
bound up tis these arc with (|uestions of feudal tenure. We need not here do 
more than mention that her hu.sband assigned her ' lands to the value ofj^'2,ocx> 
a year at I he church door; that after hi.s death ‘ an a.ssignmcnt of dower to her 
wa.s made in Chancery, the three coheirs failing to agree upon the point; that 
this gave her manors, land, and advowsons in Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Essex, 
Hertfoi-dshirc, Kent, Norfolk, Northumberland, Nottinghamshire, Suffolk, York¬ 
shire and Wiltshire, in Pembrokeshire and in Ireland (We.xford); that she had 
in addition her own dower in P'rance;' and that certain lands had been gninted 
<luring the Earl’s litetime to himself and her,* The dower lands would of c<.>ursc 
revert at her death to Aymer’s coheirs unle.s.s she had obtained jircviously, as she 
in fact did in several ca.scs (for instance that of .Saxthorpe ), completer owner¬ 
ship of them by a series of private transactions and a royal licence. 

It is clear that the (fountess had considerable trouble with regard to her 
property in the early days of her widowhood. Her hu.sband’.s will ha.s not yet 
(X>me to light, but she was one of the executors* in company with the Hi.shop of 
Durham, the Earl of .Siurcy (Pembroke’s cousin), and other.^. And .she after¬ 
wards complained that tlianks to the ill-will of the DLspen.sers and Robert de 
Baldok they were d«?prived of all the late Karl’s personal propert}', amounting 
to the value ot ;^’20,ooo, which was .seized to .satisfy certain non-existent debts to 
the Exchequer; * and tlial they were thus unable to pay Ids just debts, to which 
indeed she alludes in her t)wn will (fifty-three years later) as possibly still out¬ 
standing. .She certainly had to tt.xecutc a surrender * of this property in order to 
obtain a lull acquittance. She also lost the castles of Haverford. Hertford, and 

' In 1321 . See Cal. Pat. 575, 576, 596 and iiicxi vol 1 12. 

* In 1324. S«:c < al. Close. 244; and cp. Krc. UR-, Cliaticcry Pari. Proc. 45/^4. 

* Her French lands were in Tours-en-Vimeu (near AWicvillc),Tlutvre (near Doullens), Krcaean 
(perhaps near Arras), and On*UIc (nt'ar Acheux). 

' Cp. CtU, Pal. (year 1322), 87, 113. 

* Cal. Pat. 11346), 86; Saxihoqvc passed to the college in 13^9. 

* Cp -1 af> tmt Polls ((324), 298 ; ('al. tyose U325), 412 : see also Cal. Pal. 11327), 41. 

' Seci^p. Ill, 8; and cp. Cal. Pat. (13251. 165. 

* ^***^ Clofif 11325K 412, 505, and (1333) J04, the two last mentioned Iwing cnrMliiients of releases 
by Iicr Ui ilit* king. 
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Monmouth * which .she claimed. Slie was not altogether clear of trouble at the 
end of 1325, when she went abroad. 

Her Frcncli lands have been sufficiently referred to already except that wc 
may notice that they were administered for her by agents who .sometimes gave 
trouble, for instance in 1354 and 1355. In 1349.-when there was danger to them 
from the F.nglish armies, she had a special protection for them which expressly 
mention.s both those which had belonged lo her husband (Champagnac,etc.) and 
her own(Toiir.s-en-V’imf;u,etc). Her lands in Ireland’ are continually referrecI 
to as worthless, and seem to have done no more than lo make her liable to provide 
troops for sendee there. We may turn back to a consideralion of <me or two 
matters—selected from a large mass—touching her Kngii.sh possession.s. 

It is clear to begin with that her economics were considerable. In her will 
.she disposed of considerable sums of ready money, and she had been able before 
this to acquire large additional amounts of land to found and endow her abbey 
and college; the line alone which turned her life interest in Denny into a fee 
simple wasj^25o.‘ Besides lliis .she left al her death a considerable amount ol 
land ^ which, though held for life only (llu* only land then remaining to her which 
was tlisposable by will wa.s her man.se in London), yet represented additions to 
luT dower or modifications of it." Some of these lands she had obtained by grant 
Irom the king, generally on substantial con.sideralion; some had come to her 
through such complicated transactions as those with the Earl of Richmond 

‘ C( 7 /./'crA U327I. 37: Cnl. I hue 109; the last is again a release; sec kymer under dste 

March 13. Kdward Il’s grant was exein[ilifiod at the Connicss's request in the same year [OU, Pat, 
1091. She sccm.s lo li.<ivc gone about to secure redress of this grievance iiiimediutcly after the 
accession of Edward III: see Aj>i>. 111 , 5. Cp. also Cal. Pat (1366), 276. 

= Kytnei, r//. rit., tinder date J uly 25. 

^ There are uiirnerotis references to these in the Patent and Close Kolls. but generally touching 
only her appointment of attoi-neys. For the question of their defence, sec le. g.| Uymer ied.cit.) under 
date October 15, 1331, and January 28. 1332. .Stic was summoned al least twice to aUeml Councils 
concerning Irish a flairs iK)Tncr, erf. r/V., under date Marcli 15, 1361, and February 10, 1362). There 
are references to her al iiiterval.s on Irish CItancery Rolls from 18 Ftlw. II [h'ot, Pat. et Clittts.CatK. 
J/iIk, 30 B.i onwards. 

* ( ul. F'at. 033b>, 250. 

* The Inquisitions puntnwrtem iKec. Off., /«</./.«/., Kdw III, 262) give valuable information in 
this respect, though they arc incomplete. Inquisitions al this time were becoming very much a 
matter to be arranged by the family lawyer, anil that lad is particularly well llluslralixj in the case of 
the present file by the atciilciiUil inclusion of three fragments fApp. Ill, nos. 2. 3. and T4I from the 
Countess H muninieiit chest which have nothing lo do with the diK'umcnts they are preser\'ed wiili. 
Other indications suggest that some of the material was put together for a previous occasion (perhaps 
the death of John dc Hastings in i375(. 

For instance; Ansicy, la Mote, the manse in London, and Follieringay—four of her firinctpal 
rc.sidences—do not appear in the a»signmenl of dower; which has also no mention of lands in Lin¬ 
colnshire and NoUingliamshire. 
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which gave her Fothcringay, This business with her uncl«t.'. which may be taken 
as an interesting example, extended over a period from May 1331 to January 
1334, and at one time involved her receinng a life interest in all the lands 
attaching to the wirklom in return for an annual pen.sion to the Harlot 1,800: 
this would have nu;;int a heavy profit, for her uncle died in 1334, she in 1377. 
The matter ended in a conveyance l)y the Earl to his niece and an immediate 
reconveyanc-e Viy her, wliich is the subject of a mysterious letter to the Chancellor 
from the Bishop ol Norwich and (icohrey Lescrop, who had met the Countless 
in Pari> and talked over some business, probably the (lueslion of the latcEaiTs 
personal goods.' A minor point of some interest raised here is the ([ucstion 
of the numerous reversions whicli were delayed by her exceptionally long lilc; 
the d’Arcy and Denton families, in particular, ligure in peqietual readjust¬ 
ments and compensations made to them by the king on this account." Another 
small matter of importance is that of the recognizances for debt extant and 
testifying to very numerous loans, frequently upon landed security, made by her 
and indeed by many great people of this time. Who was John de Coupland ‘ 
that he should owe the Countess of I*embroke;^'i(X)? The people who occur in 
this position lue often so obviously unconnected with the creditor that it is 
clearly a business matter simply — we have here, in fact, a common way of in¬ 
vesting surplus cash which has not perhaps received sufficient attention from 
economists. 

It is vcr>' difficult to say how far in the fourteenth century the lord took a 
personal share in the management of his lands; but on the whole we may decide 
that in the Countess’s case the personal clement was strong. V’ery few court 
rolls and accounts ' of her manors for her period have survived, and they yield 
no evidence except lliat in one or two ciises she drew her personiil attendants * 
and sen'ants from her manors. On the other hand, the extensive nature of her 
dealings is itself an evidence ; in a large number of cjises (especially in the 
latter part of her life) her object w;is that of the endowment of charities: in the 

* Cal. Pai., no, 124, 150, 241, 4a|, 484, 491 : ivvo of the original deeds are in Pembroke College 
Deeds iWissenden, A. 2 and 4I; sec also Rynicr, under date January 5,13^44. 

' The conveyances arc dated die 7th and j8th of November: see CnL Pat. (1333), 484,491 ; ep. Rec- 
OfF., Chancery Warrants. I. 7361, A to D 

' See, for example, the refenmees under ihcyear 1337 on the Close, Patent, and Fine Rolls ; many 
others iniglu be cited. 

* Cat Close (13471. 417^ cp. 11329* 581, 582. 586; (1334* 495; (1343* 243; (1348* 487; (1354I 72; 

<•a'iS) ; ('360) 131 . I 433 : 55 . 5 : <^; 11371 ( 295. 

*' Referred to in \’arious places below: see also p. 410, note5above. 

* John de C;iatn> Martini is her attorney in Ireland in 1327 [Cal. Pat., 136); similarly wc have 
John de Keileswcll in 1331 and 1332 [Cal. Put.^ 210, 277, de.) ; John du Anstey. a messenger, has* 
been already mentioned ; and in one court roll wc have a default excused on the ground that the 
defaulter is away in servicio t/oiniiie (Rec. OfT, Court Rolls. 178. ij. 


FOUNDRF.SS OF FKMHKOKH COLLEGE. CAMBRIDGE ^15 

rcmaininj? cases she rouUl have no reason lor engaging in land transactions, 
e.xcept the actual pleasures and proHt ol doing so; the case of the Earl of Rich¬ 
mond’s land is here in point, and \vc have indications that she not only acquired 
hut sometimes farmed ' land from the king. Further evidence is furnished l)y 
the way in which she played (to use the phrase) with one or two properties; she 
would acquire a manor; after a time obtain licence to alienate it; change her 
mind as to the object of her benefaction : later make the grant ; and ultimately, 
perhaps, round it off by another small ac<|uisition and alienation : the I'ilncy 
property,-which was originally intended for Westminster Abbey and ultimately 
went to Pembroke College, is one out of a number of cases in point.* Again, 
there is no doubt that she superintended to the end of her life (as is noticed ;igain 
below) the property of her two foundations. 'Pwo final small illustrations are 
perhaps supplied by the terms of her complaint to the king in 1349, that ‘she 
had caused certain iiondmen and fugitives to be taken at her manor of Foxley 
and brought to her at Denny for chastisement . . and by a fragmentary' 
petition which show's her repre.senling to the king the interests of the men of one 
of her towns,* 

If the Countess did take a close personal interest in her land transactions 
she would have plenty to occupy her. It is to be remembered that legal pro- 
cessej> were certainly not less complicated then than now ; to ohtiin licence to 
acquire, abolish various uses and interests, and perhaps obtain another licence 
to alienate meant a great deal of time and law and many deeds; as witness the 
Pembroke muniment chest ® or the thirteen deeds, not a complete file, which mark 
the transactions preliminary' to a single grant to Denny. And besides there 
would certainly be, from time to time, lawsuits.* 

She apparently prefeired as a rule private deeds to the processes of fine or 
even of <leeds enrolled, or her legal advisees did for her. In this last connexion 

* Cat. CUm (13441, 33 * '• ^ family interest here, the lands being those of William dc Coucy; 

but sec also ibid. 643. 

* For the licence for the Countess to receive atui alien.Htc, see Cnl. Put. (1345!, 568; the original 
Ix'ifig among IV.mb. Coll. Docs. (Tilncy, B. 2>: other dcctls relating to the same arc Tihmy, B. 1,3, 4, 
5, and 6 ; the last two being the indentures of a fine which will be found among the Rec. Off. Feet of 
Fines. For the licence to alienate to Wotinlnster see Cat. /W. <13.(6), 62. ‘Phe Kepton property utis 
also intended for Westminster originally \Cal. Pat., 61). 

* Cp. l>eli)W, p. 418, die remarks concerning Wesimill. 

* Cal, Pat. <1349) 313. * Rec. Off.. Anc. Pet., 7897. 

* The arrangement of these tiectls in according Ui the pmpiTiies involved, all those acquire<l 
(luring die founder’s lifetime being represented by very complete collections: cp. those referred to 
in note 2, above. For another case of complicated transactions sec the note on Strood below, p. 418, 
note 8. 

* Cp. App. 111 , 6 ; Rec. Comm., PUuita tie yim IPat ranta^ 640 ; and v'arious Commissions of oyer 
and terminer, such os appear in Cat. Pat. (1342), 554. 556, 582. 
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one more small point may be made, that of her attorneys. The history of the 
lower branch at this period—how far it formed a professional class, how far it 
was legal ad\dser, and how far mere agent—is another rather neglected subject. 
The Countess’s attorneys, apart from her Irish ones (whose task in the then state 
of Ireland was an altogether peculiar one), may have been generally her pro- 
t^g^s, members of her suite or household such as John Dengayne and Roger de 
Dersingham; though she would use them for the same purpose with regularity: 
one or two were then or afterwards professional men of distinction such as 
Parnyng the Chancellor, and John of St. Pol (presumably an early prot^g^ 
from France), who became first an Exchequer clerk and ultimately archbi.shop 
of Dublin. The witnesses to all her charters were generally members of her 
hou.sehold, with sometimes a few local people, such as the Mayor of Cambridge. 

A final word, in connexion with her property, as to her residences.' She 
dated sometimes from Denny, and we know that she resided occasionally 
at F'otheringay; but her most usual places for dating were probably Anstey, 
La Mote in Cheshunt, Braxted (where she made her will), and London. It is 
clear from her will, combined with one or two scanty ‘ Mini.sters’ Accounts 
which have survived, that she kept up several houses simultaneously, but trans¬ 
ferred her household and a good deal of household stuff from one to another as 
required. Her manse in London w’as evidently her most important residence. 
It may be identified with fair certainty with Bergavenny House, which was 
situated somewhere in the angle formed by what is now Amen Corner and 
Ave Maria Lane : ® it was her own property, and she left it to her executors; how 
it came back to the possession of the Hastings family afterwards has not yet been 
settled. The Countess had also a house in France at St. Germain-des-Pr^s, and 
we have letters of hers dated from Paris.' 

Charities. 

The question of lands may well lead on to the subject of the Countess of 
Pembroke’s charities, and that to the religious side of her life generally. Taking- 
first the .subject of general or miscellaneous charities we may best begin from 

' Cp. App. I. 

* In the Westmill accounts (Rec. Off., Ministers’ Accounts, 873/4 and 5) there is reference to 
repairs at La Mote and to the expenses of carriage of victuals, wine, wardrobe, etc., to and from Anste}', 
Braxted, Denny, Fotheringay, La Mote, London, and Westmill: cp. similar entries in the Anstey 
Accounts (Min. Acc., 862/2). 

“ See m. 2 of the Inquisitions post mortem on the Countess; and Stow’s Loudon (ed. Kingsford), 
i. 339 > 350. 388: cp. Munimenta Gildhallae (Rolls ed.), II, ii, 455. I am indebted to Mr. Kingsford 

for a note on this subject. 

' Cal. Close (1333), 104. For Itinerary see App. 1 . For the St. Germains house see Archives 
Nationales, Titres de Bourbon, 1917. 
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her will*—a remarkable document ol which copies exist at Lincoln and Lambeth, 
and on the I lustin.cfs Roll of London. A ver\’ large proportion of the will deals 
with matters of charity and religion. We find that the English provinces of 
Austin Friars. Carmelite Friars, F'riars Preachers, and Franciscans (Friars 
Minors) have each i<x) marks. The Carthusians at Hinton have 13 marks 
and three other Carthusian houses unnamed 10 marks each. Other large 
bequests are to the kings new abl)ey /)i^ C?/ir/is(^oc) tnark.s for their buildings), 
to Westminster (300 mark.s to finil a monk singing perjietually in the chapel 
adjoining her husband's tomb), and to the Prior of Litton (too marks for his 
churchX Two small hospitals on the Countess's own manors of Anstey and 
Milton* are specially remembered with 10 marks each. Besides these, West¬ 
minster has rich gifts of relics and plate, St. Paul’s is h) have one of the Coun¬ 
tess's gold cui>s to show,’ her abbey nn<l her college (she does not always go 
into full details, explaining that she ha.s left careful schedules) also receive plate, 
jewels, and .so forth, and so does the abbey of Bruisyard ; while all the religious 
hou.ses of men or women into which she ha.s been received are to be informed of 
the day of her dentil (a rcHoction of this is .seen in one oftheSt. Albans( .'hronicles^) 
and to have each a relic or other gift. In the way of general charity she gives 
all the money and chattels found upon her manors to the poor of her towns and 
of the neighbouring towns, specifying in oixler poor maids, widows, orphans, and 
poor religious as objects of her charity: similarly half her linen, clothes, and so 
forth is to go to poor maiso/zs Dieu, 

Of personal beneficiaries we have first the abbesses of Denny. Bruisyard, 
and the minoresses of London, the scholars in residence at her college, hernuns 
at Denny and her confessor; also the Arcbbi.shop of Canterbury. There are 
formal gift, to the King of England and the King and Oueen of France. The 
only others mentioned are her servants, who are to have a proper provision of 
wagers and the second half of her linen and clothes; her executors, who have her 
London house for their trouble ; and one kinsman,* who has what is possibly the 
rcmi.ssion of a debt of 100 marks ; while a codicil l)cqucaths to some of her 
sen'ants and train amounts varying from 10 marks to ;[C4rt The residue of her 
goods is to go in prayers for her soul. Well may the monk of St. Albans (his 


> App. II. 

* The Cniintess Iratl licence U.» iitipropriale the church of Milton in 1326 (r nl. PtU., 275), 
Presumably the one referretl to in an early inventory (zlnhiKvlogia, 1 , 512I. 

* Oironicoii Anglic (RoUs cd ), 137, says she gave images i.) many monasteries where she had the 
benefit of prayers; «cc lielow, p. 418, note i, :tnd p. 430, note i. 

* Aymer of .\tholl, one of her knigliLi and a frequent witness to her charters. He was indebted 
to her in 1362 {Cal, Close, 433) and again in 1371 \Cal. Close, ay^t. when he owed the sum here men¬ 
tioned. 

3 ^ 


VOU LXVI. 


MARY DE SANCTO PAULO 


418 

abbey obtained a gold image with a relic of St. \"incent ’) exclaim upon the way 
in which .she divided all her substance between the religious, her servants, and 
the poor. 

To these benefactions we have to add those which we know to have been 
done in her lifetime. The church of the Friars Minors in London had £^o 
towards its fabric, besides the glazing of a window, the furnishing of an altar, 
ef mnlta alia bona} At the London Charterhouse she built a cell and gave 
j,^2oo towards the endow^ment, and many other gifts.® We have notice of gifts 
by the Countess to Westminster in an early inventory;* and we may well 
imagine that like gifts were made to the many houses of religious w'hich, as we 
shall see, she visited; and that such a work as the rebuilding® of Milton 
Church, near Gravesend (in which place she had an interest), did not go 
unaided. 

Turning next to religious foundations, we have first to notice that the 
Countess had at different times various schemes which did not materialize. 
Thus she obtained licence to alienate land in Surrey (which she did not then 
possess, so far as is known, and never acquired) for the foundation of a Carthusian 
house at Horne in that county.® She seems to have had a distinct wish for a 
Carthusian foundation, since w^efind her, in 1369, contemplating another one to 
be endow'ed with one of the manors of Westmill, Measden, and Hormead, in 
Hertfordshire,’ of which she was to obtain the title in fee in exchange for that of 
Strood * in Kent (she ultimately retained her ownership of Strood and alienated 
it to Denny): the special Carthusian bequests in her will may be remembered 
in this connexion. Her intentions wdth regard to Westminster have already 
been mentioned. 

Of complete works we have first the foundation of a chantry in the hermi¬ 
tage in Cripplegate, a w^ork done for her husband’s soul: she endowed this in 

^ ‘ Quandam imaginem de Sancto Vincencio argenteam deauratam que tenet in manibus quoddam 
scrinium in quo unum os eiusdem preciosi martyris continetur’, Chron. Angl., 137: cp. Trokelowe 
(Rolls ed.), 436. 

» Brit. Mus., Cott. MSS., Vit. F. 12. =» Rec. Off., L. R. Misc. Books, 61, f. 12. 

* Archaeologia, lii, 254, 261. ® Archaeologia Cautiana, xi, p. xlvii. 

® Cal. Pat. (1346), 141. 

’ Rec. Off., Inq. ad quod damnum, 365/18: cp. V. C. H., Herts., III. 399. 

* The hi.story of her possession of this manor is another example of complicated processes. It 
was granted to her first in connexion with property given up after the Earl’s death, then in fee as a 
reward for her guardianship of the king’s daughter Joan in 1338 (Cal. Pat., 53), this grant appearing 
again on the Patent Roll under the same date (ibid., 60). She then leased it to the Hospitallers for 
the term of her life (ibid., 571). Then by error the manor was granted to Reginald de Cobham; 
which g;rant was revoked in 13.P (Cal. Pat., 461) and a fresh grant made to her (ibid., 462). In the 
same year she had licence to assign it in mortmain (ibid., 529) and had again licence to alienate in 1344 
(Cal. Pat., 340), to Denny. 
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1343 by means of a grant to theubliol ofGarendon,' who was to find monks for 
the purpose, presenting them to the Lord Mayor of London. We have then 
left for consideration Denny Abl;ey and Pembroke College. 


RLi.ir.ions Life. 

Before wc proceed to consider these, however, we may conveniently examine 
what evidence there is of her general ndigious attitude. Tier will alone is 
sufficient to mark the immense importance of this in her life. 

Our knowledge on this subject must come mainly from the Papal Registers. 
The Countess of Pembroke's period was that of the exile at Avignon, and applica¬ 
tion to the Papal Curia for privileges of all kinds was extremely easy; indeed 
there was a special ;igent who lor^ked after English me.s.sengcrs and EnglLsh 
petitions; and the Countess's name consequently appears very frequently among 
the papal records. First there arc her grants obtained on bchalt of Pembroke 
and Denny. Then she applied frequently on lj>ehalf of various proteg6^ for 
nominations to the office of notary public,* for licences for her clerks to hold 
benefices while remaining aw ay from them in her .sendee,* and so forth. More 
important, however, for our purpose are the ap[)lication5 made on her own 
belialf for the grant of various privileges. The first of these grants belongs to 
the year 1331, when, it will be remembered, she was herself in France : it covers 
a wide ground. 

.So early as 1333 the Countess obtained leave to enter convents of men and 
w^omen with a suite of six matron.s;* and similar grants continued to be 
obtained throughout her life, culminating in one (in 1364) which allowed her 
to sleep and eat in Denny and other houses of religious, together with a suite 
of four women, supposing all of them to be over sixty years of age.* ITiere is 
evidence elsewhere* that .she CMitered into formal airangcments with the he;ids 
of religious houses by wliicli she became a participant in the benefits of their 
religious exercises, and notes of VTudous small indulgences to her appear at dif¬ 
ferent places in the Papal Registers.’ She also obtained a Ucence to have her 

’ Cal. Pat., 133; notices of presentations by U»c abbot appear in the LttUr Books of the City of 
London: cp. B. M., Harl. ^jo, f. 24. 

* c.g. CaL Papal Peiilions (1349I, 155. 

' Cal. Papal UtUrs (1333), .^1; (13421, O9; and (1347), 261. 

* Cal. Papal UUem (r 333 ). 381. ' Ibid., yjs. 

* Ainslic, ^ quotes from Baker’s MSS. an arrangement made with the abbot of Battle 

III <346: cp. above, p. 417, note 4, 

’ She obtained a number a-s early as 1331 fCal. Papal Letups, 367). A good example of a group 
of petitions from her is registered under date May s, 1349. 
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heart buried separately:’ but this was twenty-five years before her death, and 
there is no evidence that she took advantage of it. 

Besides evidences of religious preoccui)ation extending from almost 
the earliest period of her life to its end must be placed another matter of con¬ 
siderable importance in the Countess's niarkr!d precjilection for the branciscan 
order. Was she a Franciscan tertiary.^ i he third order of St. Francis, it will 
be remembered, w;is open to men and women wJio uiulerwent a years noviciate 
and took a simple vow to obser\’e the rule: they were l>ound to dress more 
soberly, fast more strictly, pray more regularly, hear mass more frec]iiently, to 
abstain trom dances, to eschew quarrelling and the use of arms except in self- 
defence, and so forth. The order was extremely popular from the thirteenth 
centur}' onwards, and there were congregations of it, though not in England. 
Its members were generally under the gov'crnance of the Observant or Con¬ 
ventual Franciscans. 

There is no direct evidence that the Countess ever joined this order, though 
she might quite well have taken the necessarj'^ steps while in France between 
1331 and 1336: that she belonged to it is at least a possible supposition, based 
on die facts of her life already set out, on her general ab.seiure (to l,)e mentioned 
again below) from the Hnglish Court, and upon the undoubted j)reference she 
exhibited for Franciscans. Of this last there are many indications. Thu.s, im- 
tnediately after the death of AN'mcr de X’alence (so early as August 1324) we 
find her with a suite of apparentlyscventeen Franciscans* (it is to be remembered 
th.'il she was then not much more than twenty years old). Her most marked 
charities are all Franciscan—Denny, the Friars Minors of London. Bruisyard; 
and in her will there are sj)ecial betjuests of money to Denny .uid Bruisyard, 
the abbess of the latter hou.se having also qav., a breviar)* whitdi belonged to the 
sisters of St. Marcel/ and a joumid 'in which I siiy my hours’. Another of the 
Countess’s breviaries has come down to us: it again is Kranci.scan. The two 
confcs5^)rs of hers, whom we know by name, were both Franciscan, and the 
later ot the two, besides having b«|uests of money and a breviary, is made, not 
executor, but overseer ot her executors. In her will also the C,*ountcss desired 
to be buried in the choir at Denny la on ma toinlm csi Jaiic in the robe of .a 
sister ol the order, her funeral to I)e saiiz (ousUtge ott/rageux. Finally, perhaps 
the most remarkable testimony ol all, we have in the draft statutes' of 1‘cmbroke 
C oUege, which date undoubtedly from her time, .a mo.st remarkable provision 


’ Cat. Papal Leitas 11352), 4^. * c^/, Pat,, iS. 

* 1 suggest tfuiuhb brc\-iAry came li-om the Sisters Minoncssc.snf l.ourcinc'lcz-Saint.Marcd near 
I Hris, and that llic niij,dit well have lK;en associated with them intjiii;Uei)' during one of tier 

stays ill ^ ranee possibly had f>us?trti a noviciate In their house. See below, n. ia6. 

‘ IVnib. Coll. Deeds, Coll. A. 12. 
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for two external rectors of the collcj^c, one of Ns hoin is to be a Franciscan; the 
foundress instructs her fellows to act as confessors to the nuns ot Denny; and 
in a final appeal tanqiiam vaie uUimum ct vale meum Jiuakm she exhorts 
and binds the members of her college injitie inrainenti always to assist and help 
in all matters the nuns of her abbey, and to be good omnibus Clansimtilms ct 
preciptie Featribiis Minoribus. 


Ui£XNY Audi-y, 

We may here pass appropriately to note a few special facts with regard to 
Definy. 'Ihc (Joimtess had made up her mind in 133C), cm her return from 
E'rancc.to alienate this manor(which she had acquired in 1327 as part of the com¬ 
pensation for her lost castles) ‘ to the Nuns Minoresses of Watcrbeach, a house 
founded by her husband's kinswoman, Dionysia c:le Munchensy, in 1293;* and had 
obtained a licence to do so:* she apparently did not act in the matter till 1339, 
when she decided that it would be better tej transfer the house to Denny, a 
healthier situation, where also there was the site of a former house of religious: 
she obtained licence to do this in 1339,* and again in 1341,’ and her grant to the 
al>bey was confirmed in 1343.“ Between this date and 1348 she was busy pro¬ 
viding further endowments for iU and obtaining privileges for it from Avignon." 
By the end of this time she had built a suitable house and church at Denny, 
and having now acquired the patronage of Waterbeach was anxious to make 
the union of the two houses complete. Mere there was difficulty. Some nuns 
had been temporarily left behind on the old site into which their foundress had 
decided to put twelve friars, and the.se seem to have risen in revolt, supported 
by brethren of the order, elected an abbess for themselves and several additional 
sisters, and declined to be moved, l‘he Countc.s.« took vigorous action, appealing 
to both king and pope,* and by 1350 had triumphantly vindicated her authority, 
though there is a suggestion that .^onie of the recalcitrant sisters had to be 
moved by force. The settlement of tlie dispute was marked by a papal ratifica¬ 
tion in the following year,*" and by her own final grant to the abbey in the same 
year" of the advow.son of VV^atcrbcach. which she forbade the nuns ever to 
alienate, binding them at tlie same time to find a chaplain to pray there for the 

i Cat. hu., 37, * Dugdale, Monasticon, vi, 1554. 

* Cat. Pat., 24O. * Cal. Pat., 242: cp. App. Ill, 10. 

« Cal. Pat., 289. • Cai Pat., 381. 

Cal. Pat. (I3j2r, +17, 436; Cal. Close |i342>. 540; Cal. Pat. P346», 119; Cal. Chtse (13461, 8g; 
( nl. Pat. (1347), 3^ (cp, App, III, ti); Cal, Pat. {1348), 201. 

‘ French Kolls, 1:446 Catalogue, ii, 37); t'al. Pupal A< 7 /w (1348), a66, 

* Cal. Papal Letters (1349), 160; ('al. C 7 w 5 ^ (1350), 237. 

Cal. Papal Petitions, 209; Papal Letters, 433. " Cal. Pat., 72, 
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soul of the original foundress, Dionysia dc Munchensy. She continued to pro¬ 
vide further endowment for her abbey at intcr\'ais till the end of her life.‘ fre¬ 
quently stayed there, and thought continually of its welfare, its may appear from 
her statutes and from her will. In this last she commends it particularly to the 
good offices of the king, who had at least on one occasion made a donation * to 
it, and to whom she had assigned the advowson of it in 1362.* It is to be noted 
that the king’s son Lionel obtained nuns from Denny in order to found Bruis- 
yard in 1364.* Veiy little of the remains of the Denny buildings which are now 
above ground belong to the foundress’s perifKl. According to William Cole, the 
materials procured by its demolition were used for Lord Justice Coke’s house 
at Milton ; and the Cambridge antiquary liked to believe that a piece of black 
stone in his possession, which came from this house, was a portion of the 
foundress’s tomb.* 


Pembroku College. 

We turn to the Countess’s most important foundation—Pembroke College, 
or to give it its original title, the Hall of Valence Mvaric; the idea of which ap¬ 
parently occurred to the Ciountess about J346—partly perhaps as a result of 
her friendship with the Countess of Clare (of which more later), partly because 
the progre-ssive university movement of the time was very* much in the hands of 
the Friars, It is not the purpose ot this p.aper to trace in detail the acquisition 
of lands which she enabled her foundation to make. Most of tlic deeds which form 
the title to them remain safely housed in the College Treasury, and Dr. Ainslie 
in his manuscript has given a careful account of this portion of the college 
history. It must suffice to .say that the Countess acquired the lirst mi^ssuage of 
the college site in September 1346,* and during the next few months* obtained 
proi)erty in Tilney and Bunvell which she probably intended to devote to this 
purpose. She had licence to found on Clirislmas Eve, 1347,* and her charter to 
the college is dated June 9, 1348.* Between this date and 1352 various further 

• See CaL Pal. 11365), li366», 221; (i373), 246. 

• kec. O/T., T. R. Misc. liks., 204, f. • Cal. Clo^e, 404. 

• Cat, PapU Peliltunf, 488. It b perhaps worth noliny that in 1350 wc find the Countess Elizabeth 
entertaining botlj J.ioncI ai»d the Countess of Pembroke at the same time (fc.xi;h. Acc., 03/4). 

• B. M., Add. MSS. 5820,5837. 

• Pemb. Coll. Deeds. College, B. i 105: 11 was made over to the college in June 1348 (College, 
B. 6 and 7). 

’ December 1346 to April 1347; see Pemb. Coll. Deeds, Tilney and Burwcll sections: cp. Cal. Pat. 

Cat, Pat,, 444. 'I'he original patent is among the College Deeds (College, A. t): the original 
Privy Seal for this (Rec. Off., Chancery Warrants, I, 3261^9088^ slates that it encloses the Countess’s 
petitam, but this has unfortunately di.sappeared. 

' Pemb. Coll. Deeds, College, B. 7. 
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grants were ma<le,*and in particular the college obtained llie second messuage 
of its site—University Hostel.’ Immediately after ber return from France in 
1357 the Crmntess again took up the business of the college, and so. as in the 
ease of Denny, continued till her death, by which lime it w.^ endowed with its 
possessions in Burwcll, Repton, Saxthorpe, Tilney, and Wissenden. She had 
obtained for it in 1366. after considerable trouble, what was at the time a re¬ 
markable privilege—that of having achapcl;» she had previously intended only 
to provide it with an appropriated church.* She bestowed upon it the third 
.section of the college—the Orchard mes.suagc—so late as 1372,’ and the last 
privilege obtained for it from the Pope bears date two years later. 

Certain further points of college histoiy which concern the C'ountc.ss inti¬ 
mately remain to be considered. The college munimenLs not only witness the 
care with which she provided it with lands, but give evidence also ot the authority 
she maintained over it: for in a careful though incomplete contemporary list of 
munimenLs it is mentioned that one or two were retained for a consideral)le 
time cn la garde madamex it appears also th.at some of the college authorities 
must have gone on occasion to confer with her in l.ondon. Confirming this is 
a remarkable passage in her draft sbitules by which quia cuius esi comicrr etas 
csi eciaui iuterprefari she reserves to her.sclf during the whole of her life the right 
of ejecting any fellow. These facts should be placed, I think, side by side with 
her firm trecitment of the recalcitrant luias of \V\aterbeach. These statutes are 
perhaps the most important matter to be mentioned in the present connexion ; 
for it is still uncertain under what statutes the college was ruled during the first 
years of its life. The college pos.scsses two copies, both of which have generally 
been held to lie contemporary. ()ne, in lx)ok form.* with seals of the college and, 
according to Airuslie, the university (only a fragment now remains of this seal), 
certainly is not contemporary—it speaks of the foundress a.s illustris memoric, 
and there are other indications: it and a copy prc.sciTcd in the University 
Registry'’ are cofue-S from the same original, and formed the accepted version 
until the time of Edward VI. The second college document* is a large, rough, 
unfinished indenture, a carclc.ss draft or more probably copy, but undoubtedly 

' See llic College Deeds, Sa-xthorpe, Tilney, Wissenden, and Wareslcy sections. 

* Pemb. Coll. Deeds, College, C. 4 and 5, 

“ Oii Fitp<tl HflitumH, Pit/sti LnUi'ts, 58. A similar pri%ilcge had been secured by bull in 
1355 (College, A. 3). but this docs not seem to hat'c been registered. The grant was conBrmed by the 
Bishop of Ely in 1365 and 1366. 

* cp. Cai. Pti/itU HflUimtu, 155; I\i/ktl /.<■//<•«( 1349), 306. 

* Pemb. Coll. Decd.s, College, D. 5 and 6; she had obtained the messuage in 1363 (College, D.4). 

II. * Vo1.85. E.5. 

* Pemb. Coll. Deeds, College, A. la. Ainslic points out tJiat Kogcr d’Aubeny, who is mentioned 
as dead, wa.s IKdng in 1359; while the chapel, which is mentioned, was licensed in 1366. 
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contemporary with the founclrfss. Its date cannot tx' before, and is probably not 
much after, 1366. Both lx*giii with a statement that these are the statutes which 
the foundress drew up and had confirme<l by the Bishop of hly in 1347, but the 
officials of Ely assure me that no copy is in existence there. 'I he disappearance 
of all real originals is very remarkable. We must not linger over the terms of 
these statutes! a matter wh ich belongs more properly to the history of the college. 
Ill their final form they follow the general lines of other Cambridge statutes— 
for instance those of 1339. preserved in the form of an indenture between the 
Countess of Clare, her college, and the university—and conform to the Merton 
model 'I'hc rough earlier copy, however, has ccitain points of.special interest 
wliich disappear later- the provisions of exlern.il rectors and of arrangements 
for French scholars already referred to, and a third curious point in connexion 
.with the position of the clean, which have made Mr. Rashdall' suggest an affinity 
to the Balliol statutes and. particularly, to the Paris as opposed to the Merton 
model: it may be mentioned that the Countess is sxiid to have founded a college 
in Paris,* though 1 have been unable to find any evidence of the fact. For us 
the most interesting points in the statutes are perhaps the minuteness of detail 
with which college organiziition (that of scniints and so forth) is regulated, 
the precise arrangements for the admission and conduct of members and olBicers 
of the college, and the very caieful rules laid down for worship generally, and 
in pnilicular for the celcliration of annivers<irics (»f the foundress’s husband, 
mother and father, herself, and one or two others. 'Hie college was, of course, 
founded hi augmnituiu cleri and the course of studies regulated accordingly. 

fhe members of the college lived—as appears from a note on two of the 
deeds"—in University Hostel even before they acquired it from the university; 
but the college buildings were undoubtedly begunduring the foundress’s lifetime:* 
and some sections of these buildings have sur\a’vefl the destruction of the nine¬ 
teenth century, though they arc overlaid with morlern w'ork. The chapel wjis also 
at least begun in her time.^ The plate, jew^els, and adornments with which the 
Countess enriched her foundation have already been referred to, but deserve a 
word more here. They may lake us on to a general consideration of tlu' 
Countess's personal possessions, and particularly those material evidences of her 
wiiich have sun ived. 

' The Uuivenihes oj JCurnfx. nt the Middle ii, 564 6. The author wrongly n55ig:n5 the dale 
1347 to College A. vx 

• Ainstic, quoting VV’ootl and LcLintl ; 1 have not been able to verify this, 

* Pemb. Coll. Deeds, College, C.« and 3. 

*■ Willis, Arrhita tnral Ilisloty of the L ’nhvrsity of Cambridge (ed, Clark), i, 13X * Ibid., 135. 
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FJot. t and a. Scal of Ayrocr dc \ jlriicc, Earl uf I’unihiMkc. Hjj** 3 und 4 ' ' 5 ^'ret »cal» of Ayuirr »lf Valence lth« sinallcr slinws at the side? of liis o^vn arms cIiotbcs 
from those of liis nr« wife). F ««-5 «• ."'c Eoiinli’M of |*cinl>n>kc (arms of Vitlriirc and of Chatillon of St. Pol l Fig, 6 S^'cixl seal of Uie Countess (the ruuiiikli sliow 

the arms of Endluitd, !• ranee, nnd DretuV Figs. 7 mid 8. .Scjil and secret seal of Peiiibroki: College. 
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Personal Possessions. 

In this connexion it is natural to mention the well-known tomb of her 
husband; but we have nothing to add here to the stock of information on this 
subject except the fact (which has apparently escaped notice) that the Countess 
appealed to the king for directions as to the burial and that the interment at 
Westminster was in consequence of a direct order by the Council.^ 

One of the most obvious classes of the Countess’s possessions to survive 
would be her deeds; hers must have been a marv^ellous muniment chest, and 
there is evidence that she kept it very carefully—we have seen one sign of this 
already, and may note in addition the direction in her will for the return of all 
letters from religious chapters to their writers and her careful provision concerning 
the title-deeds of Denny Manor.=* Unfortunately nothing, so far as is known, has 
survived of this collection save half a dozen court rolls, as many ministers’accounts 
(these have been already dealt with), and a few stray deeds ® and memoranda. 
Of these last two are worth mentioning, one a document relating, curiously, 
to the accounts of the Count of St. Pol her father which has somehow been 
preserved at Pembroke College, the other a set of fragments * which have been 
preserved along with her post mortem : two of these are memoranda 

which were apparently designed for use in the formalities necessary after her 
death, one a fragment of a household account relating apparently to the early 
days of her widowhood, for it speaks of black furs purchased in London ‘for the 
funeral of my lord ’. One small section of the Denny deeds has survived—a 
cartulary and court rolls which are spoken of by Cole ® cannot now be traced— 
and there is, of course, the fine Pembroke College collection,® which contains some 
admirable seals. We have illustrated here some of the seals most closely con¬ 
nected with the Countess (pi. XXXI). 

Turning to other personal possessions we may recall that all those of her 
husband passed from her possession; there is evidence, however, that during 
her life she accumulated a considerable amount herself First there are her 
books of devotions—one had come from the Queen of Scotland, one from the 
Sisters of St. Marcel, one ‘ the Queen gave me ’. I suggest that this last is the 

* App. Ill, I: quoted also by Hubert Hall, Formula Book of Diplomatic Documents, loo. 

* App. Ill, 10. 

® e.g. a Westraill deed in Rec. Off., Ancient Deeds, C. 6034. 

* The fact of the filing of these documents along with the Inquisitions ^05/ mortem should not be 
neglected in connexion with an administrative point of some importance—the intrusion of the family 
solicitor (to use an anachronism) into these, nominally, public transactions. 

® B. M., Add. MSS. 5820, f. 125 b. 

® The short account of these in Hist. MSS. Comm. Report, i, App. p. 69, is only a collection of facts 
taken from Ainslie’s Catalogue. 

VOL. LXVl. 3 H 
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beautiful Franciscan l)rcviar>' prcscr\Td in the Cambridgfe University Library'; 
and since M. Meyer has commented' on similarities between this and certain 
books wrillen for the French King ('harics, 1 would c<mjectiire that it was a 
special gift from the Queen of France; two pages* which display her portrait and 
her arms respectively make it clear that it was written expressly for the Countess. 

Next w’c note that the Countess possessed a great deal of plate—she speaks 
of‘one of my gold cups', and from the earliest Pembroke inventories* it seems 
clear that the college had of her gift at least nine silver pieces; one of them 
being the foundress's cup, which is not,' unfortunately, the piece preserved now 
under that name. From the same source, couj^led \vith the will and the West¬ 
minster inventories already quoted, we may infer that she made a great collection 
of costly and magnificent church hangings, cushions,and so forth: i feel convinced 
that besides those items which were embroidered with her arm.s .some other 
pieces trom the magnificent collection which the college possc.s.sed in the late 
fifteenth century^—such, perha])s, as the complete set of altar clothing and 
vestments of sanguine velvet with peacocks—mu.st have come from her. C'cr- 
tainlyshe collected relies and images: we have mention, among others, of a gold 
St. Andrew and a gold .St. Peter in her chapel, presumably in London; a silver 
gilt St. John \vith a relic (the saint’.s finger), a silver gilt .St. Paul, a gold St. 
Vincent (again with a relic),* and .so forth. There was also a fragment of the 
true cross set in gold, with pearls and stones, .standing on a little foot of silver, 
and she had preserved from her husband's collection a cross of gold and emeralds 
which William rlc Valence l.)rought from the Holy Land. 

Finally, among personal remains of the Countess wc have to reckon her 
>vill and statutes, which I should like to emphasize here, although the first at 
least is not an original, as speaking, to my' mind, her authentic spirit: there is also 
a certain number of original Ictteis and’jjetitions from her,* all addrcs.sed to the 
king and mostly connected with the business which we .see reflected in the Patent 
and Close Rolls; the most important of these is the petition, already mentioned, 
which was written in the early days of her widow hood, and in w'hich she asks 
advice concerning the |)lace and time of the Earl'.s burial and the manner of 
l)nnging his body by road, l>ecausc it does not seem to her that this should be 
done w'ithout the kings order ti gia ilfust si proclieyn ct vous ad servi si cum wus 
savefz. But ol original letters of the Countess also there is a remarkable dearth. 


' see also Cambridge University Library. L'atalogiu i,f MSS., v. 585, 

They are not figured licre as the chief beauty of the original (the colour ami gold) is lost in 
reproduction. 

* Pembroke College, Repstrura Magnum, voL i. 

‘ See Jones 0 /t/ Plate 0/tamOridge CoUtges: Ainslie disproved the identification in Memoirs-. 
see alsc> Arthaevfogia, 1 , J53. 

* This was given to St. /Mbans : sec above, p. 418, note i. • See App. 111, note. 
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Finally, in this wnnexion, 1 would mention the poem ‘ of the Countess's 
scholar James Nichohis do Dacia, which he wrrUe in 1363* R is a most remark¬ 
able comment uixj)n the laboriousness of the medieval clerk and upon the extent 
of hi.s schoLarship, and has a certain interest as being: probably the earliest 
existing: literary work by a member of the University of Cambridge; 1 identify 
the writer with James Nicholai for whom the Countess asked a benefice a few 
years later'and the Master James de Denmark for whom she obtained licence* 
to study at Cambridge in 1373. 


Pkrsoxal Ruu\tions: FRiiixns and Dependents. 

This brings me to my final point—an attempt to gather together various 
indications, scattered over the matters previously discussed, which may give us 
some idea of the personal relations of the (.ountess with other people. 

Concerning her husband it woukl perhaps not be wifx: to attempt any 
conclusive inference: this, however, we may note—that the Countess never for¬ 
got to associate him with all her religious works; she never omits him: on the 
college seal he figures by her side, as he is remembered with her in the college 
prayers j and even in her w'ill, fifty-three years after hi.s death. 

Turning to the Court, we have little further t(^ add: we have seen already 
the gap w hich occurs, so far as the Countess is concerned, in the records which 
.should give us information of her connexion with it: she apj'iears as a Eady of 
Queen Philippa on one solitary occa.sion* in 1328—that is to .say, when the queen 
had but newly come from abroad: I can find no subsequent evidence of the 
Countess being at Court. Similarly she once entertained the little Princess 
Joan fora time with her foreign governess, Istil^el de la Mote;* but again there 
is no sequel. And similarly she was apparently instructed, in i.53*4» meet the 
destined bride of the king's brother on her arrival in England; but once more 
no particular result Is traceable.* And agriin we have seen ^at there are no 
grounds for associating her permanently with Queen Isabel, do that gap in the 
records we may add now another notable omission—Froissart, \vho spent so long 
a time in England, and mentions so many English Ladies, who twice at least had 
protectors that were her near rclations(the Earl of Pembroke and Guy de ChAtillon, 

• App. iV. * Cnl. Papal Petitions, '* Cal. Pat., ^8. 

• At the feast of llte Nativity of 5 l John the Baptist she is one of the ladies of the queen's 
chamber who have Uhenuionesi from the king (Excli. Acc., 383/ioJ. 

» Cal. Pat. (t338>. 53; and other references quoted above, p 418, note 8: cp. Cal. (1337), 94; 
and Exch. Acc., 389/9. This princcjis was afterwards sent abroad to marry the King of Spain s son 
(Pedro the Cruel), but tlied on the way. 

• App. 111,9. 
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Count of Blois), who has something to say of so many of her family—Froissart has 
no mention of her. All this is not to say that she had no relations with the king; 
it is abundantly clear that she obtained everything she wanted, administratively 
speaking; > upon him she says, in her will, she puts her trust for all earthly things: 
nor are there lacking indications that upon one occasion the king passin^r by 
visited her in Hertfordshire, that he sent her wine from time to time in their Tater 
years, and so forth.=* But I think the position must be taken that the Countess 
was, and knew she was, great lady enough to keep up relations even with a 
king without frequenting his Court. We have suggested two powerful reasons 
religious and political, why she should wish to do so. 

When we search for evidence of her connexions with her relatives we are 
equally at a loss; from all the mass of references of all kinds to the Countess 
we can extract after the Earl of Richmond’s death early in her life only 
two series of references which seem to indicate any connexion other than a busi- 
ness one with her relatives ;=* those are the references to the presence in her train 
f Munchensy, who was with her for several years in the first part 

of her hie (going to France with her, for instance, in 1325*), and those to Aymer 
ol Atholl, who was with her from as early as 1342 more or less to the end of her 
hie: these were both her husband’s kinsmen. 

She had one great friend, Elizabeth de Burgo, Countess of Clare. With 
this lady, about ten years older than herself,® who became a widow for the third 
time soon after the Countess of Pembroke was married, she is associated with 
some regularity, stopping or dining with her a number of times between 1327 
and 1350,® and at about the time she founded her college going as far as to Usk ^ 
to stop with the foundress of Clare. We have here, of course, only one side of the 
evidence, had the Countess of Pembroke’s Accounts survived we might have 
known more of this friendship.® They seem to have exchanged gifts from time to 
time,® and the Countess Elizabeth bequeathed a ring to our Countess in her will.'® 


For instance, in connexion with her numerous transactions in land: cp. the various occasions 
when Commissions issued upon her complaint of broken parks and so forth : also the action of the kin? 
in the case of the nuns of Waterbeach. 2 Exch. Acc, 396/2, m. 67 ^ 

coheiLAThorxlTrn/Sngl^ readjuslment, in the n.a,.er of her dower, with her husband’s 

on iL^Ms’aj^and'^'c ^rvice: cp. the payntents to him 

® See G. E. C., Complete Peerage (ed. Gibbs). 

« Exch. Acc., 91/16 and 25: ibid., 93/4. 

' In September and October 1348 (Exch. Acc., 93/2). 

» We once (October 1327) find the Countess Elizabeth on her way to Anstey (Exch. Acc. qi/i6). 
There are a number of examples of this ; e. g. robes for Christmas (Exch. Acc., 91/24) ' Various 

.^.sch. acc.,^/„ 
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Wlien we turn to the side of the Countefis’s serv’^ants, the knights and othere 
of he.r suite, her dependents, the clerks for whom she obtained benefices or nomi¬ 
nations, a very different state of things is seen: here long lists of names asso¬ 
ciated with the Countess may easily be compiled, many of them being persons 
who occur over and over again—Mabel du Bois, who was in her service forty 
years;* Maud Perrot/ for whom she secured a moniistic pension; John de St Pol, 
who was her attorney in 1331 * and fora number of years alter; John d’Engaync. 
whose association with her covers at least the years 1342 to ^357 ’>* Roger de 
Dersingham, who is in turn witness, attorney, co-trustee and judge in an action 
based upon a complaint made by herself; ‘ and many others. It may be said, of 
course, that it is this class whose names siin’ive to us because our evidence must 
be based mainly on the kind of document in which persons of her suite would 
naturally figure most as witnesses, attorneys, and so forth. But .surely some of 
her charters were of sufficient importance for her to have secured the witne^, 
had she wished it, of her more eminent friends: surety too we might expect, in 
all the mass of documents that concern her, .some references to other claries of 
those with whom she associated; and what of her will, with not a mention of 
ajiy one of her o^^^l station ? When in a<ldition we discover that the executon; 
of her \vill all appear to be drawn troin the classes we hav’c just mentioned save 
that there is joined to them one who was merely a servant of her chamber; 
then 1 think we are entiUed to remember that Rliaabeth de Biirgo, the one 
friend of her own station whom we have discovered, was the foundress of a 
college at Camlindgci, was one of the chief benefactors ol the Friars Minors, 
and was buried in the church of the Sisters ^linoresses. 

Side by side with thiswc may place such evidencesas the length of time her 
ser\'anb and dependents remained with her; the extraordinary privilege ex¬ 
tended to three of them* of sharing with herself and her nearest relations (as no 
other did) a place in the prayers of her college,as ordered in the statutes; and 
the curious name applied in her will to her serv’^ant William de la Chambre 
won hie ft auie JVillevok, We may conclude, in fact, that the Countess was 


' She Is thii.s .spoken of in ihe College Statutes : she was with the Countess in 1324 {Cal. Pal., 57) 

* Slie presumably l>clonged to the family of iltis name to whom reference is found in connexion 
with the Fablinaic of Pembroke, and inat>y of whose muniments are scattered amongst the Public 
Ke-cords |q>., for example, Ancient Deeds, D. 2329, the copy of » fine levied in the PaLilinatc Court in 
i297t. 1 n 1344 she was granted maintenance in Bergnvenny Priory as an act of favour to the Countess. 

* Cal. Pat., to6: ilicre arc numerous other references to him. See above, p. 416. 

* He witnessed her charter to Denny, dated June 15,1342 {Cat. Clvsc.,s\o), and is appointed her 
attorney’ in 1356 {Cal. Pat., 461). 

* He appears continually as witness and attorney ; acted with her in the transfer to Denny of the 
manor »if Kyhall in 1356; and was a Commissioner of oyer and terminer u|)oii her complaint in 1349. 

* Mabel du Uois and tw’o menibei’s of the college who died while on u mission to the Court of Rome. 
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thorough in her two preoccupations—her religious life, and the business which 
was more or less connected with it—to the point of confining her friendship or 
at least the privilege of intimate association with herself and her work to those 
who helped her to these two ends. 

Conclusion. 

- Summarizing the Countess’s life, after the death of her husband, we find it 
divided into five well-marked periods. First (from 1324 to 1330), we have her 
settling down into her life, disposing of various difficulties in connexion with 
her husbands will and her own dower and property. Then (1331 to 1334) she is 
in France. Next, remaining in England (1334 to 1352) she founds and sees well 
established her two great charities—this period would be in her own life from 
something like her thirty-third to her forty-eighth year. From 1352 to 1357 she 
is in France again. From 1358 to 1377 she is growing old, adding final touches 
to Denny and Pembroke and devoting herself to the more meditative side of 
her religious life. 

It has been the aim of the present paper to bring together all possible 
evidence bearing upon the Countess s own life, her occupations, her connexion 
with the history of her two countries during the period, and (so far as it may safely 
be done) her character. She died at Denny, probably on March 16 or 17, in the 
year 1377.* 

* De niorte comitisse Penbrokie et actibus eitispits: 

Septimo decimo die Aprilis obiit domina Maria de Sancto Paulo, comitissa Penbrochie, exempli 
singularis femina. Nam adhuc vivens ita ad honorem Dei et ad decorem domus eius, ita in necessita- 
tibus pauperum expendit bona sua ut ipsis ducibus exempla bonorum operum premonstraret. Moriens 
vero omnem substanciam suam vel servientibus qui ei famulati sunt vel diversis ecclesiis sive pauperibus 
erogavit . . . Dedit et alias [imagines] quam plures aliis monasteriis ubi oracionum beneficium obti- 
nuerat que singule singulorum martyrum sive confessorum reliquias continebant (Chronicon Aiwlie 
Rolls ed., p. 137). ^ ‘ 

The Inquisitions give three different dates of death. 
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ITINERARY. 


The al)Ove Is a somewhat ambitious title as unfortunattly very few 
survivcti ; however, it may be convenient lo group such us have been found, 


indications have 
The references 


are niainly to Pembroke ollege Documents, which are arranged under properties ('I'ilney. &c.). 
Mention has been made already of the CouiUesa'a visits to France (above, p. 409). 
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1358. April 18. 

London 

{Wd.) 

20. 

do. 

{Ibid) 

May T-3. 

do. 
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5 - 

do. 

\ldidS 

7-to. 

do. 

llbidS 
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(/bid.) 

15 and 16. 
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(Tilney, B. 9 to 11.) 

24- 
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tlo. 

(Ibid.) 
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(Ibid.) 
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La Mote 

(Burwell, A. 23.) 

1370. March 16. 
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(Ttlncy, D. 5 and 6.) 

1372, April 17. 

do. 

(College, D. 5 and 6.) 

1377. Feb. 20. 

Braxtead 

(WiU.) 

March 13. 

do. 

(Codicil.) 


APPENDIX IT 

TESTAMENTUM’ MARIE DE SEINTPOL COMITISSE DE PEMBROC 

In nomine patris et filii ec spirims sancti Amen. le Marie < 1 e Scintpol Contesse de 
Pcmbroc dame de Weiseford et de Montigiiac fay sauoir a touz ejue en mon bon sens et en ma 
bonne memoire fais et onlene mon testament denis et ma derraine volunte en la mancre qui 
sensult Premicremeni le doune ct rccomandc lame de moi a mon createur notre seigneur 
ifiu Crist a la douce vietge Marie sa douce Mere et a toutc la Court du del; Et esliz sepulture 
a mon coi^ en leglise des Suers mennes de Deneye dedens leur cuer la ott ma tombe est faite, 
Et est ma volunte et mon deuis que mon corps soit vestuz et enterrez en habit come nne suer 
dll dit ordre; Et la manere dc mon enterement ic vueil quii en soit par la volunte et ordenance 
tie mon confessour et de trois ou de deux de mca execiuours saiu faire coustages outragciix 
pau" cause de mon dit enterement: Et vudl et ordene que les debtes dc mon ire^cr monsieur 
Ayniar dc Valence nagalrcs Conte de Pembroc qui dieu face vraie merci doni ic sui cxecu- 
icrcsse si auant come elles purrouni e.stre trouc/ et monstrees tjui sont deuea on Roialme 
Dengleterre ou par nul deuis de ses ancestres soient pajez et acquites et les moies debtes 
aussi de quoi ie purroie cstre tenue cn dit Roialme soient paias par *aiiani* el mes tors fais 
renduz Ics queux purroient estre monstrez el prouez souifisamment deuant mes cxccutours ou 
aucuns de eux par ^rsones creablcs et dignes dc foi Item ie dcuisc ct oixlenr que lahbesse 
et suers de Deneye aient en aide de lurs bo^ignes Cent liiircs; Item ic tlcuise a la dite Abbesse 
Cine marz cl a chcscune des suers diz soulds et a chcscun de frercs U demy marc Item ie deuise 
a la maison de Brusierd pour louurage tie lour eglise et des maisons dedens lour enclos Cent 
marz. Et a suer Emme de Biauchamp Abbesse illeoques quarantc soulds ct mon breuiaire 
que iapportai depardcia tjui fut as suers de Seiut Marcel et mon journal en qubi ie tly mes 

* The icxl is taken from Uic Roll of the Hustings Court, where it wjw proved by the executors, William 

de Bergh'and William dc la Chambre, on Monday next after the Feast of St. Alark the Kvangclist, ^! Edw. 
Ill (Guildhall, HuHtiogs Roll, 105), The other copies are in the Rcgwlta^, Sudbury, ofli (at I.ainbeth) and 
Bok)'ngham, 150 (at Lincoln). ' 

* Inserted above line. 
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heures; Item parce ijue iai done ,« laW>esse et covent ile Dcneye par ime Icltre seclle de nion 
seal ascuns ioiaux et roliqncs et autres choses ie vucil que b Hvrec leur en soil faite. Item ie 
deuise a mon eonfessour vint marz et mon |)Ctlt hreoiaire que ma la Roync me dona et a Bon 
compaignon etne marz. Item ie dcnIsc a labhesse et aux suers Mennes de Londres vint matz 
I leinie deuise et vueii qll soil liaille au I’riour prouinoial dcs frores de Corme et a deux autres 
Priours de lordre Cent marz a departir el distribuer aux Couuens de louics \cs maisons de la 
prouince Dciiglcterrc et aux plus j)oures freres de la ditv prouioce a chanter^ ct pner 
pur Ics antes dc mon dit seigneur ct de moi ct dc louz ceux a qui lui et mo> sommes 
tenuz. Item ie deuise au Priour provincial <le Augustins et a deux autres Priours^ de 
mesme lordre Cent marz pour fairs ei» nicsmc la maniere. Item ie deuise a la maison 
dcs freres dc chartreux dc Henton treze inarz. Item a trois auires maisons dcs ditz cliartreux 
Dengleicrre a chescune maison dix marz ; Item ie deuise a labbe et Covent dc Westm’ pour 
achater rentes davoir un inoignc perpetuelement chanlant chescun jour en la chapelle pres de 
la sepulture de mon dit trescher seigneur Monsieur Aymar dc Valence <iuc Dieux absoille jxtur 
chanter rx>ur mon dit seigneur, el tenir les anniucrsaircs dc lui el de moi trois centz marz: Item 
ie deuise a b dite ' abbeys de Westm’ pur seruir per|>ctuclement a leglise vn croix qui a le pic 
dor et a pierres enieraudea laquelle messire William «lc Valence ap^rarta de la lertc seinte et deux 
ymages qui sont en ma chapelle Inn de seint Pierre et butre de bcinl .Andrieu et vn calicedor 
et deux tapis des armes mon dit seigneur hem ie deuise a les escolers <le ma sale de Canlcbrlg’ 
en aide ile lur bosoignes cent marz. Et prie trestlecucr et charge mes execulours tpiil soieni 
aidans et conseilbns a mea ditz escolers quil pulssenc avoir possession des eglises et autres 
choses que is lur ay tlone pour meyntenir le nombre et lordettance de lur vlure qui est par moi 
ordelne en lur cstatut. Et par ce <inc iai done a mes ditz cscolcrs {>ar cedule sellec de mon 
seal asetmes adorncmens reli<iiics ioiaux et autres chores, je vneil quils en aient delinrance. 
Item en descharge de mon tresredoubte seigneur le Roi qui ad fonde et amtmencie vne 
abbeye de noire dame de Graces de lordre de Cisteaux pres de la tour de Londres ct par sa 
bontc tout son temps ma este graeieux seigneur en qui sur totes ehoscs icrrienncs je malli et 
masseurs principalement et humblemcnt requerant a lui <iue dc sa l>onte ct grace lui plese des 
orcmals prendre mes bosoignes a cucr ct que mes execulours puissent puoir recours a lui 
comme a mon tresgraeioux seigneur ct sauucrain sccours et aide a parfoumir cestc ma darr<-in 
volume ie devLsc a prfaire louurage tie lour cglise Cent mars. Item ie <lcni.se que mon 
dit seigneur Ie Roi ait un and de fines pierres qui est mcrelilez ilune bille en remem¬ 
brance de moi. Si lui prie et requer en euure dc charite quil lui plese de sa grant bonte 
maintenir et aider sa poure maison de Deneye et destre gracioux a mes execulours quil 
puissent parfoumir cest mien testament. Item ie deuise a tresrevercni [)ere en Bicii sire 
Simon arceursque de Cantcrbicrc b vraie croix qui est en or ou il y a fierles et piefres et est 
sur iin petit pie dargcnl Item a leglise de Seiiii Pol dr londres est ma volume quil aient 
a demontrer en b diic cglise vn de mes callccs dor sil ne bient en pardcuant et vn ymage de 
Seint Pol dargenl dore. Item ie deuise et ordene que mes execulours par le conseil dc moii 
eonfessour facent a touz mes senianz de mon hostd solonc le lemie cl le Ixm service jiiiil 
maiiront fait et solonc ce quil atiront eu de moi plus ou mains ou .scront assignez dc lur viure 
paier et doner leur guerdon sanz deby bien et suflisamment Ei pur abriger cest mien testa¬ 
ment je vuel el ordene que toutes les rcdulcs qui serront txouez en mes coffres secies dc mon 
seal qui deiiiseront acunes choses donees ct ollroicz de moi ie vueii que les <lilz dtoses soient 
ildiiierez et enuoiez aux gentz el Heux ou ie les aurai deuisees ; Item ie deuise cjuc mes biens cl 
chatelx qui serout trouez |>ar tout sur mes Manoirs au iour de mon trespas soient departis en 
chatclx ou en argent aux |K>urcs lenans de mes villes ct au.x |mures ties villcs plus procheins 
eiuour aux pucelles aux prisoneres et aux vesues et aux orphelins qui en auronl raeslier ct au.\ 


voi iJtvi. 


‘ Inserted above Uae. 
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poures religieux solonc le bon auis et conseil cle mes executours mon deuis parclevant par- 
fourni. Item ie deuise a mon tresredoubte seigneur le Roi de firance une espee que iai qui est 
sanz pointe et que mon bien ame Willecok de ma chambre la lui porte ou autre qui lui sache 
dire de quele maniere elle est Item a ma tresredoubtee dame de ' ffrance ’ la ^ Royne ® vn ymage 
dargent dore de Seint John et la relique qui est le doi SeintJoh’n et mes heures ou je di mes 
choses les quelles furent a la Royne descosce ; Item ie deuise a freres precheurs de la prouince 
Dengleterre a departir par les couens cent marz; Item ie deuise a freres Meneurs de mesme la 
prouince a departir en mesme la maniere. Cent marz. Item ie deuise aux freres Meneurs de 
Londres au grant autel vn calice dor et lymage de Seint loys de France avec la relique; Item 
ie deuise a lospital de Melton’ pres de Grauesend’ dix mars Eta hospital de Biggyng' en Anesty 
dix marz Item ie deuise a mon Neueu Mons’ Aymar Dassell’ quarante marz. Item ie deuise au 
Priour de latton’ pour louvrage de leglise et en aide de purchacer ascunes terres ou rentes 
pur mesme leglise Cent marz. Item ie deuise et vueil que en totes les maisons de Religion 
abbaies ou priorez dommes ou de femmes en Engleterre ou je fui receue en lur fraternitez mes 
executours envoient et facent sauoir le iour de mon trespas et en checune des maisons facent 
bailler vn de mes reliques ymages ou vestemenz de ce qui serra de remanant du deuis q iai 
fait par dessus ou autre chose qui leur tiegne lieu en plus grant remembrance de mon ame et 
leur enuoient les lettres qui purront estre trouez que iai de lurs chapistres. Item ie deuise que 
touz mes liz robes draps de lynge et de layne qui appartiennent a ma chambre et a ma garde- 
robe accomply mon deuis desus dit soient donez et departy a ceux de ma chambre et de ma 
garderobe hommes et femmes a checun solonc son estat vne partie et vne partie aux poures 
maisons Dieu solonc lordenance et la discrecion de mes executours par le conseil de mon 
confessour. Item ie vueil et deuise que touz mes escrins soient ouers a la veue de mon confessour 
et de deux ou trois de mes executours et que checun de mes executours ait dix marz Et ie 
vueil que mon confessour soit a mettre cest mien testament a execucion’ et lui prie que vueille 
conseiller et aider a mes executours aussi auant que ce ie le nominasse mon executour Item ie 
deuise et ordene que le residu de touz mes biens soit par lauis et lordenance de mon con¬ 
fessour et de mes executours distribuez et emploiez pur le salu de mame et de touz ceux 
a queux ie sui tenue. Et pur ce.st mien testament et darreine volunte executer et accomplir 
ie fais et ordene mes executours monsieur Johan Knyuet. Sire Arnalde de Pynkeney Sire 
Johan Shaftebery Maistre Johan Timmie Sire Richard Titeshall’ Sire William de Bergh’ 
William Wynter et William de la Chambre. Item ie done et deuise a mesmes ceux 
mes executours mon hostel oveque toutes les appurtenancez en la paroche de Seint 
Martyn pres de ludgate en la garde Nicholas de Farindon’ de londres a auoir et tenir 
par deux ans apres mon trepassement pur lour aisement si que de lors il soi venduz par 
mes ditz executours a parfournir mon deuis et darreine volunte desus ditz. En tesmoigne de 
quele chose a cest mon present testament et darreine volunte iai fait mettre mon seal a mon 
manoir de Bra.xstede en la Contie dessex le vintisme iour de Feurier Ian de lincarnacion notre 
seigneur Mil trois Cens septante siz Et Ian du regne mon seigneur le Roi Edward tiers puis le 
conqueste Cinquante vn 

Marie de Seint Pol Contesse de Pembroc Dame de Weysford et de Montignac as touz ceux 
qi cestes mes lettres verront ou orront saluz Come ie eye otroyes et deuise outre ce quest 
contenuz en mon testament a frere William Morin mon Confessour et Mestre en diuinite vint 
marz Sire Arnald Pynkeney quarante liures Sire Johan de Shaftebery vint liures Marie de 
Wynage quarante liures. Isabelle Roke vint Marz. Margrete Dere vint marz William de la 
Chaumbre quarante liures Sire Johan de Grymstede Chanoigne par lordenance mon dit 
Confessour et de mes executours Cynqua[«]te marz. William de Radeswell’ vint marz Dm de 


’ and * marked for transference in MS. 
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Sakeneir vint marz lohan Bengeo et a Annore sa femme quarante marz. Robert Bukke diz 
Hures Adam Walkreth diz liures. Ibote de la Chaumbre vint marz Jonette de la Chambre 
vint marz et a Johan Bernard de la Pestrine diz marz. leo voil enchargeant mes executours 
qils les paient duement en manere desusdite par cestes mes lettres de ma darrein volunte 
enseales de mon seal Done a mon Manoir de Braxstede le treszysme iour de Marz la[«] de 
la incarnacion notre seigneur Mil Trois Centz sessaunte et sesze— 


APPENDIX III 

ORIGINAL LETTERS, ETC. 

As already noted, very little has survived from the Countess’s muniment chest. Her own 
original charters^ among the Pembroke College deeds seem to belong rather to the college 
history, and are therefore not quoted here. Others of her charters exist in copies : such are the 
Countess’s releases to the king in 1325 and 1327 (on the Close Rolls); her indenture and letter 
in the Holand matter in 1329 (also on the Close Roll); her release to her uncle in 1333 
(Patent Roll; printed in full by Rymer); her release to the king in the same year (Close 
Roll); her foundation charter to Denny (confirmed on Patent Roll; printed in full in 
Monas^icon,v\, 1550) and another grant to Denny in 1342 (Close Roll). All these have been 
referred to in the text and in Appendix 1 . 

A few original letters and petitions * to the king and various others have survived and 
form this Appendix, together with the fragments, already referred to, which are filed with the 
Inquisitions. There is no evidence that we have in any of them the Countess’s own hand¬ 
writing. 


(i) The funeral of Aymer de Valetue. 

Chancery Warrants, I, 1329. No. 6925. 

[23-30 June, 1324.] 

A nostre Seingnur le Roy prie Marie nadgeres Compayne Mounsieur Aymar de Valence 
Cbunte de Pembr’ qil pleise a vostre haute Seingnurie de ordener et dire ceo qe vous plest qe 
seit fet de sun enterrement cest asauer . ou quant’ et en quele manere le cors deyt estre mene 
par chemyn / Kar ne semble mie alui, ne a Cunseil qe ele eyt qe tele chose seit fete sauntz 
assent et comaundement de vous a qui il fust si procheyn et vous ad serui si cum vous savetz. 
Acorde est qe le corps suit entcrre a Westmoster. 

H Ensement sire prie la dite Marie brefs si vous plest a viscountes qui ount seisi les chateu.x 
sun dit seingnur qe dieux assoile qe y suffrent alui et a soens a leuer des dits biens et chateus 
ceo qe couent bosoignablement pur lenterrement et ausi pur sa sustenaunce pur le temps qe 
ele deit viuere des communs biens II se tencnt a paye de Mille mars qil unt receu de monsieur 
huive le Despenser de apresl. 

^ Used for purposes of dating in App. I. 

- One of these (Rec. Off., Ancient Petitions, 7897) is fragmentary and has not been quoted. See p. 415. 
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^ Enbement sire vous pric la ditc Marie qe come certeincs terres cl tenemeus lui seient 
a.Hsinynca ai noim <lc tlowere par vostre ordenaunce quil plese a vostre seingnurie comaunder 
U dcTiuerauncc des dites terres ensemblcmcnl oue les issues 

H Easement prie la dite Marie qe II plesc a vostre haute seignurie ComauuJcr la deliuc- 
raunce de Hegham ferers, thor|>waiCfnilW ct dautres terres et tehemens en Ics quex el ad 
fraune tenement parmi vostre doun, ensemblcmcni o les issues receus en le men temps 

// unt tu d<' transcritz dt lur cliartrfs an (Ottsei/, ft if consfii se auiscra. 

[Note. This |>cittion i* endorsed on a writ of Secret Seal addressctl to the Treasurer, 
Gtajicellor [and Council] (No. 6924 in the same file) dated at Rulherficld the 31st [iir] day of 
June. 17 Edward II,] 


(2) Frt^ment of n Household Auounl.' 
liujuisititiitM foft morttm, Edward III. 262, ni. 46. 

[? I-«4 October. 1324.] 

Fet a remcinbrer de sicx mars resceu de ma dame a veillc seint Michel dc qucle despendu 
Lundi Done as flfrercs Thomas dc Gise ct Edmund dc Cisc ..'c. s, a humfrei .ii. d. 

Dune an garscuit Sieur Feres a sun departir ,vi. d. En ocf .i.d, 

Marsdy 

Mescredy — Baillett a Sir Peres .vii.d, pur achatcr pessoun a Grcncstetl • les rpie-x il 
despendist . iltokes. 

locsdi— A uu car|)cnier qe rcdrcsca les iwstcs dc la grange - pur sun lower dc quatre Tors 
,vl d. 

Vendredi — En oefs . deus deners. 

Samady — En vin — vi. d. En despens le garscon .i. d. rar querele • En offr A. d. 
dymayne — En vn sjwude ct vii l»riiskcl dc Mutun .iii. d. ob. En Mnstanl .ii. d. En jKir- 
chemin ,llii. tl. F.n .i. poiell de oille .v. d. 

Memorandum . ffet a remembrer de .xxiL s, renduz a sire Peres de Seint lohan icest dymayne 
deuanc nome de dette qe Ii fust du de aprest fet a ma dome . deuant Le dist djinein 
pae . a vn pclter dc I^ondren {urmy la mayne Sire Peres .xxii. s, pur funires noyres al 
enlerrement mun seingnur Le dist,dyme)'nc rendu a lanni de Gise .iiii. s. eta Perea le 
Deyc -xii. d, ceaux etnek soutz furent enprountciz pur rendre a Sjrnion de Thorp’ deuant 
le Seint MichcL 

Lundy. En unc cordc achate pnr lea louers do la sale .vii.d. En oofs .ii. d. En ci^ 
done sur vn hache a blcschingle .i.d. 
hfarsdy 
Mescr^y 

locsdi — En oefs .Ld. pur L cent de or .vi, tL pur purirciurc de quairea bourses .iiii. d. 
Vemiretll Done a tonetic de Ailford .ii..s, 

Samaily. \I£rn 5 Nre\ Et a me.sme sire Peres, pur . 1 . cent de hareng ct .ii. pcssbns diires 
achatez a Loundres .xl d. En oefs .iL d. En oflfrendre .iiii. d. Hn vyn .xii. d. 

Dimcyn. Paetz a Roger dc la Doune de dette mun Scynur .x. s. En oefs .iL d, 

‘ This fiagnicnt is of interest as being the only one ufitK kind prcsciwcd ; for its early date (if. us appears, 
U belongs to the auttrmn of 13*4, two rnonths after the Earl's funeral); and for tho place of its preserva¬ 
tion. Whut the Cuuiitcss was doing in Surrey und Susuctc is not clear. 
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(3) Trouble over Ihe Earf s property : Weslmill. 

Inquisitions post mortem, Edward III, 262. m. 19.^ 

R 1325-] 

A notre trescher seignur le Roi monstre Marie de Seint Pol Contesse de P^br 
Ayniar de Valence nadgaires soun seignur; del Manoir de Westmelne el Countee de Hertford 
seicrnur . purchacea de Richard Thomelyn son tenaunt illeoques ceo qil tint de lui; en le 
Manoir de Westmelne ensemblement oue la reuersioun des terres qe la mere le dit Richard 
tient en douware dount elle se attourna au dit Aymar apres ceo le dit Aymar dona le dit 
Manoir oue les appurtenancez a Richard de Wynneferthing clerk a cel entencioun qil refeifast 
les ditz Aymar et Marie a eux et as hoirs issauntz de eux, Et si issue ne fuit entre eux 
demorast le droit a Johan de Hastinges et a ses hoirs. le quel Richard auoit le atturnement de 
la mere le dit Richard thomelyn. apres ceo le dit Richard Wynneferthing graunta le dit 
Manoir oue ses appurtenauncez a notre seignur le Roi piere au Roi qore est en manere qe la 
voulente le dit Aymar fuit perfourne, A qui la mere le dit Richard thomelyn se attourna, 
surceo le Roi le piere dona le dit Manoir a Marie de Saint Pol a terme de sa vie par sa chartre 
et apres soun deces a Laurenz de Hasting[es en l]a quele chartre ne fuitmye " mencion expresse 
faite de le» douwair’, la mere le dit Richard thomelyn; Dedeinz queu temps le dit Richard 
thomelin se abati “ en les tenementz qil auoit done au dit Aymar et en sa seisyne quiteclame et 
les ditez tenementz ensemblement oue la reuersion de la terre sa mere vendist a lohan de 
Beltone a qui sa dite mere attourna le quel lohan apres la decees la dite Mere entra et unqor 
de® tient* le quel douwair’ la dite Marie ne poet recouerer pour la omission faite en la chartre 
nostreseignur le Roi auantdit’ issint qe le droit appent au Roi qore est de quei la dite Mane 
prie a nostreseignur le Roi qil voille comander qe la chose soit enquise par ses eschetours et si 
le droit soit troue tiel come est susdit qe leschetour seise la dite terre appendant au dowair et 
retourne en chancellerie et qi * plaise au Roi de faire estat par sa chartre a la dite Mane et 
a Laurenz de Hasting’, issint qe la voulente le dit Aymar puisse estre perfourme— 

{Endorsed in contemporary hatid.'] Tangencia W[estm]ilne 


(4) The Earl's property: money due to him. 

Ancient Correspondence, Vol. 36, No. 51. 

[? 1326.] 

• A noble homme e sage son trescher e bien ame en Dieu Mestre Robert de Baidak’ 
Ercediakne de Midd’ e Chaunceller notre seignur le Roi; Marie de Seint Pol Comtesse de 
Pembr’ Dame de Weis’ et de Montignak’ * salutz / e cheres amistez en notre seignur / Cher 
sire nous vous requerrons si de quer qe nous sauoms qe vous voillez sil vous plest resceuire 
nozbien ame Clerk’ Mestre lohan de Redeswelle / e sire lohan de Crosseby noz attourniez 
a seure execucion deuant vous, pur nous come Executrice du Testament Monseignur qui dieux 
assoille dune reconnissaunce quele le Priour del Hospital fist a mon seignur auant dit de cink 
centz et cinquante liueres dontnous suoms ore (?) deuant vous de Leuer deux Centz e Cinquante 


1 As to this and the following two documents (Nos. i and 14 in this Appendix) see note on the Inquisi- 
tions, p. 425. This one, as appears by the writing, belongs to the early part of Ldward III s reign, tor 

the date see Cal. Pat., 153. , . 

* Sic MS. ’ Written over erasure. 

•• Later iii life the Countess seems to have dropped entirely the Wexford and Montignac tides from her 
address. 
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liueres [d]es termes (?) qe sont passez qar nous donoms a eux o a Lun de eux plein poair de les 
dit deners Resceuire e aquitaunce fere auxuit as terres et chateux ala value des dit deners 

solom fourme de statut resceuire a notre oeps / Et si vous volez Chose.cher sire 

qe nous pussions fere, voillez le nous cher sire touz lours mander fiablement; e nous le ferroms 
mult volenters et de quer Notre seignur vous voille garder lalme e le corps Escript a Higham 
le leudi auant la seinte Margarete 

Depar Marie de seint Pol Contesse de Pembr’ Dame de Weis’ et de Montignak’ 

{5) The Earl's property: the Castles. 

Ancient Petitions, 14692 (file 294).^ 

[1327-] 

A notre seignur le Roi et a son conseil prie Marie qi feust la femme Aymar de Valence 
nadgairs Counte de Pembrok’ qe come ele ad puis la morte son seignur suy en Chauncellerie 
et en parlement dauoir son dower des terres et tenementz en Monemue des queux son seignur 
morust seisi et les queux il auoit de doun le Roi par sa Chartre en fee taille sicome poet estre 
troue par roules de Chauncellerie et auxui par enqueste retourne par Leschetour par le diem 
clausit extremum en meisme la place / et Maistre Robert de Baldok’ adonques Chaunceller 
tant feust qil vist qe lenqueste feust assez soeffisante . ne lui volut rendre son dower si ele ne 
monstrast la chartre le Roi de la taille auantdite / que le Chartre ne a[ffer]oit mie a lui de 
auoir qil vous plese comander en Chauncellerie qe vewe lenqueste auant dite et tenour de la 
dite Chartre en roules de Chauncellerie si mester soit, son dower lui soit rendu des dites terres 
selonc droit et reson. 

Auxuit prie la dite Marie son dower de Hertford’ et de Hauerford’ queux son seignur 
auantdit auoit a lui et a ses heirs du doun le Roi par sa Chartre, en allowance de Cink’ Cent 
marchees de terre, queux le Roi lui feust tenuz a doner pur son seruice sicome poet estre troue 
par Roules de lauantdite Chauncellerie / et dont Hugh le Despenser ne fuit ne voleit soeffrir 
qe leschetour apres la mort le dit Counte retournast nules enquestes en Chauncellerie pur ce 
qil coueitast les ditz lieux et Maistre Robert de Baldok’ ne voleit mie resceuire la dite dame 
a demander son dower des dites villes si ele ne eust monstre la Chartre le Roi du dit doun 
quele Chartre ne afferoit mie a lui de auoir. 

^ [Endorsed] Quant a la premere peticione, soit fait ce qest demande par meisme la 
peticione. 

Quant a la secunde soient quis roulles de Chauncellerie. Et si nulle enqueste soit 
retorne soit fait bref denquere . et retorne lenqueste et vewes les roulles de Chauncellerie 
illoeques soit fait droit. 


(6) The Earl's Property: Thorpe Watervill. 

Ancient Petitions, 510 (file ii). 

[? c. 1328.]" 

A notre Seignour le Roy e a son conseil prie Marie de seint Pol Countesse de Pembr’ 
Come ele tient le Chastel de Thorpwateruill’ oue les apartenaunces du don notre seignur le 
Roy Edward piere notre seignur le Roy qore est par sa Chartre . dont la Reversion est a notre 

> For this petition see Close Roll of J366 {Calendar, p. 275). With it are here filed copies from the 
Patent and Charter Rolls. 

* Cp. Cal. Close, 582: and next number in this Appendix. 
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iilt wgnur le Roy / c vn Rnbf.rt i!e I lolantl' acl siiy e sieut dc lour cn autre v.. dc la micrcle 

ou n «toit ilc tut mice ilaiioir bref pur ses terres auoir cu osiant la diic ^Tarie clu Chastel 

susdit prie la ditc Marie a notre dil srignur le R«»y qe nul bref nc soil n lui graunie ne a nul 

autre juir quoi cle soit dti dti Oiastel mijitee; santz estre agiicle »■« Court par due proces solotu 

la lev c Ic custumc del Koialme 
¥ 

[Ji fidifrseU] /fiat 

( 7 ) J'Af Sarfh. 

Ancient Correspondwrc, ;t8, No. 203 * 

[1339-1 

; A 1 honuraVile Riere en lesu crisl , Sire Henri |ur la grace de dicu Euesque dc Nichole; 
et Chaunceller Uemjlctcrre; >rarlc de seint I’ol Countesse ilc Pcinbr. Dame dc Weys ct dc 
Mountignak : tuutej» honuri et reuercnces. Cher sire il voua remembre bieu Comeut dame 
Mahaud qe fuit U femme Monsieur Robert de Holaunde . et Monsieur William la Zouche dc 
Haringexvorth’ se obligcrcnt a nous en Millc liures . dargcnl par reconnisMunce faite deuauni 
vous cu vostre place le vendredi vcille de seint Martin darrem passe, Et la ditc Mahaiul ct 
Monsieur Kauf Basset seignur de Drayton - cu auires Mille . liures diirgciii . par reconnis- 
saunce faite deuant vous; en meisme le ioiir. Des queux deux * M illc liures. nous auoms resceu 
par la meyn la dite Mahaud Mille . Marcs . dount lui auoms faite acquitaunce . cn la quclc 
aeqiiitaunce : la manerc de la soiitc des Mille . Marcs attantdit/ plus pleinement csi onmprise. 
Lc.s queux . Mille Marcs sire vous prioms; «e vous voillcx ;dlouer . a Ics dlu . Mahaud 
William, cl Rauf, en partie de soutc dc deux Millr liures susescript^ ; solom le purport : de la 
dite acquiiaunce. Notre scignur vous voille garder lalmc et le corps. Escript a Dcneye . le 
, xvi . lour . de Decembre. 

A1 homirable picre en dieu Leuesque de Nidiolc ct Chaunceller Dctigle- 

terre. 


( 8 ) 7'^ EarCi Pr^ptrty,: Goods and Ckalp/s. 

Ancient Petitwm, 3065 (file 

[? > 332 -? 

A noire scignur le Koi monsirc Marie Couiues«;e dc Pembr. Executricc du testament 
Amar dc Valence iadi.s Countc dc IViubr . qe come notre scignur Ic Roi son picre apres Ic 
deces Ic dit Counte ocoipa [>ar Ic counseil ct male voillauncc de sire Hugh' le DesjKinsor , ct 
daiiircs qe entour lui furent ses biens et ses Chaieux . cest assauoir. luialx vessel dargent 
ournemenu de Cltafjcle / route sa gardcrobe / Chiuaux . grauntz et i)elitz. Armures / Estor 
vyf cl mort Bledz / profiut dc gardtjs ct dcs mariages . . detics qe lui furent dues taiupie a la 

Mountaunce; de .xx, M 11 . ct dcplus/les queux notre scignur le Roi susdit; recuit deuers 
lui . tanqtie la ditc Marie Executrice ct ses Cocxecutors furent einsi menez; qe lur couendroit 
rclcsser au Roi : Ics dio. biens et clnileuN ; por pardoun auoir des jircsU dc Garderobc faitz ail 
dit Counte ct despenduz en guerres Messi^cries / delles / el dcspenccs faiics cn les seruices 
les Roys Layel et le piere noire scignur le Roi qe ore esi. Des queux choses si Ic dit C’ounte 
eneust acomplc cn sa vie; le Roi lui eust du mult plus graunt sumc de deniers ; qe les preslz 

» See Cal. CUir, 381. * Inserted above line. 

’ The grant to the Countess by die liar! of Richmond scenw to Iiavc been ci>nncctcd with compensa¬ 
tion in this mutter: seep.413. 
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de Garclerobe ne amountent / qar il despendi tut le soen en les seruices les Rois susditz . et ce 
qil poait cheiiir. Si auant qe quanque remist des biens le dit Counte vers la dite Marie 
txecutrice ne ses biens propres ne porroient suffire de rendre ses dettes/noun pas a dvsme 
denier qe -vnent sur lui en demaunde par obligaciouns et reconissaunces Par quei prie a notre 
seignur e Roi la d.te Mane/qe de sa bone grace lui voille assigner et restorer ascune sume 
couenable en deniers ou en chatel a sa plaisaunce / en allouance des biens et chateux susditz 
qe demorrerent a son piere dount elle poet estre aydee a rendre les dites dettes / en allee- 
geaunce des almes notre dit seignur le Roi son piere; et leuauntdit Counte. 

[Endorsed] Monstr’ lettres du pardoun dont la peticion fait mencion. 

added TtThe 3266 an exact reprodnction of the foregoing by the same hand; but has 

Et autre foitz ad * la dite Marie ceste chose * ’ mys auant a counseil qad este: maf^ nule^ 
respounse ne poait ^ auoir ^ » L j 

[Endorsed] Coram Rege petat Responsionem Coram Rege . . Coram Rege . 


(9) The Countess employed by the King. 

Ancient Correspondence, Vol. 38, No. 137." 

[1335-] 

A treshaute tresnoble et tresexcellent prince Monseignur le Roy Dengleterre Montres- 
V Comandastes par vos lettres entour la^touz ^seynz qe ieo fuse 

ge^ant la venue de la Dameysele Despaynge^ Et alasse centre luy a Douuere et venise en 
sa Cumpaignye de uers les parties Deuerevvik’; Moun tres redoute seygnur plese vous sauoir 
qe de ceo temps en sa tanque a quaresmeperuant; iay demote en certaigne phee sanz mohosir 
mouer pur perfourner votre comandement Et endementers ieo suy assoigne par votre seruice 
de vant voz ustices en votre Commun Bank' en plee de terre vers eleyne qi fu la femme 

Thomas de Qeyton^ quele terre et parcele del Manoir de Temple Neusom en le Countee 

Deuerevvik dont la Reuersion apent a vous Montresredoute seignur si vous suplie et requer 

gaJanT'a^vos Iusdce"s deT'^ lettre de la targe au Chancefer que ieo puse auoir brief de 
^^stices de Commun Bank de la soygnie auant dite, Moun Tresredoute 
Seygnur leo me recomande a vous si humblement come ilo puis, et prie a douz iesu erS auH 

ir.. f n meyntigne et encroisse votre bon^e estat Escr pt' ^lo^tre 

Manoyr de Deneye le xix™". lour Daueril i-bv-npi. a votre 

—Par la votre humble et obeissant Marie * de Seynt Poel*® Countesse de Pembrok’— 

1 * to * written over an erasure. s WrUt-ar, 

/>«/., .3),.itheling’s brother 

in April 1333, and afterwards married, to Charles d’EvrSix Com e d’ffa 7 ““tracted 

schemes for the Earl would have allied him directlv with the ro’i.nr«c^of p Previous matrimonial 

I am indebted to Mr. G. W. Watson forThis note ^ ^ Pembroke’s own family {see Rymer). 

® * to * inserted above the line. 
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(lo) C/iariftfiS; Ihc A lienalion of Dtrnny, 

Chanccr>’ Warrants, I, file 231 (9523).^ 

[*336*] 

Notre seignur 1 c RoJ ad grauntee a Marie tie Seiiit Pol Contesse de Pembr /Lc Manoir 
de Dcncye cl Contec de Cantebr'/oue fees et toutez autres appurtenancezettoutez maners dc 
franchises a auer et tenier a lui cl a ses heirs pur tour iours, pur le bon seniice qelle lui ad fait 
ct pur deus Centz et Cynqanlc liurcs quex elle ad paie au Hot par la mayn Henri Eucsqc de 
Nichole Tresoiirier Dengleterre, ct outre ad grauntee a la dite Marie qelle puissc lc dit M^oir 
oue fees et Ics appurtenances et les franchises susdites / doner graunler ouc tide ch[arg]e de 
Chantcries ct almosnes affaire comme do voudra/as soers Menoiircsscs de Waterbecho en le 
dil Contee / et qclles puissont lc dit Manoir resseuire del doun la dite Marie oue la charge 
susdite /ou santz charge comme la dite Marie vouldra / a tenier en peur et iK:ipctuel almosne 
a tous iours /ct qe» les chartres et autres Mounmentz qe notre seignur Ic Roi le I’iere auoit 
des hospiteliers de le doun du dil Manoir soient rendur a la dite Marie / et qelle aye bnM au 
Tresouricr et a les Chamberlayns dauoir tour les chartres cl les autr« Mounmentz qe sount 
deuers le Roi louchantz lc die Manoir / et quant die a\ira le dit Manoir a les Scurs* sus dites 
done qe scl doun soil conferme par la charire le Roi— 

(11) An Appropriation for Denny. 

Ancient Petition#, 12153* (^1* 

[»347.] 

A notre seignur le Roi prie Marie dc seint Pol Contesse de Pembrok qe li plese de sa 
grace doner conge a I^blie et couent dc seint Andreu de Vcrcellen' / de doner et granler a la 
dite Marie vn Mees el \Tie Charuee dc icrre ou les apportenauces cn Chastreton’ cl Counice de 
Canlcbr* / ou Lauoweson de Leglise de la dite ville dc aiastreton‘ / qils tenonl de vous en chef/ 
et cn propres ^'s / dil donn dc vos ancestres. Et tloner auxi conge a la dite Marie / qele 
puisse lc Mes ct Charuee dc terre . et Lauoweson susdites ou tes ap|>ortcnances / du dit Abbe 
et Couent resceuoir / et mcismes ccUcs . Mes / Charue de terre ct auoweson ou les ^ 1 * 1 ’*^*'“ 
Icnances / doner el granter / a Ublicsse et seurs Minorisscs de Ucneye; et les ditz , Mes . 
Charue de terre et attoweson . ou Irs apportcnanccs a dies appropricr a tener en propres vs 
a dies et a lour successours a touz iours , [en pur et ijcrpetud almosne struck througti], Et 
doner auxi conge a l^bbesse et seurs atianiditer . qelles puissont, le Mes . Charue dc terre et 
auoweson susditez ou les apportcnanccs . dc la dite Mane resceuoir / a tener en propres vs . 
a dies et a lour successours a touz iours [en pur et |ierpetuel almosne Urtuk througK\. Sanz 
{y'n faire . sur certcincs almosnes et Chanterics sicome la dite Marie voudra ordciner; et ou 
mcismes les graces et ffranchises. qe les ditz Abbe el Couent . les tenont ct ont tenuz; 

(la) A Loan. 

Ancient Correspondence, V’^ol. 40, No. 34.* 

[*3470 

Treschcr amy, Come lohan de Coupland est tenuz a nous, cn Cent liures, de les nous 
paler ore a cesie Pasch'. Par rcconnissance fete cn la Chanccllerie . et le dit lohan nous ad 

« The writ descn'bes the enclosure as a petition of the Countess; it might be better d^ibed a# a 
memorandum; whether submitted by the Countess or drafted at the Chancery or Privy Seal Office from 
licr petition is not clear. ... 

* Inserted above line. Inserted above line. 

* Tliis iwlition is written on paper. For the date sec Cat. Pat. 

* WrittfH on paptr. For date see p. 414. 
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iiiande, (|il veut tantost paler, mais qe nou .<3 faceoms retrere la dite reconnissance [)ar quei nous 
aiiontH' cuuoic . notrc aine vaJct lanekyn de Cirenewcy portur de ccstez. de resccyuour Ics 
deners susdit/ . 5>| vniis prionu trcschor amy . qe quant noire dll valet vous •llmi <i'd ail rfsccii 
Ics Cent liures auantdit/ . qe vous willcit fere retrere la ditc reconni'wancc, Notre seigniir . 
chcr ainy soil tout temps ganie de vous . Escripft'J a . Hertford . le . vj . iour. daiieril. 

: I’ar i^tarie de seint Pol Contesse de Pembrok'; 

A noire trcscher amy. Mestre lohan* de Vfford Chanceller Dcnglcterre 

(13) yf younuy to Fraiut, 

Ancient Correspondence, Vol. 41;, No. 94. 

[1353].* 

All treshaut c tresnoble e trescxcclleiit Prince son trescher et treshonurable Beijjnur 
monseignur le Roy Dcnglcterre / Trescher Srloniir pur Ic iresgrani dcsir qc nous auoms de 
saiioir bones nuudes de votre estal; le quel notre Selgnur voille touz Tours fairc tiel; 
come notre quer desire et nous dount grace del reuuoir a ioye escrisoms nous pardeuers 
vous si vous Requerrons trescher seigntir lani e si de nuer qe nous sauoms et osoms 
cp* par votrr humilite le nous voillcz faire assauoir f»ar Ic iwrionr de ecste lettre; e si 
sonent qil vous plcrra, <jar trescher Seignur de tant susmes nous a esc . quant nous eiiaioms 
bones noueles Et de notre cstat trcsclier seignur sU vous enplest sauoir par votre humiltie; 
la merde notre Seignur nous estiens on asscz bone saiintc quant ceste lettre fuit faite; 
ce qe notre Seignur vous voille touz lours ntroier hicn e longcment Trescher e tres 
honur.ihlc seignur quani vou.s nous auiez done votre bon congie depasser ilepardela 
TKiur noz busoignes si treismes nous pres tie Douerc . ou nous auoms domorre oyt 
lours ou plus en atendant notre conduyt del Roy de flraunce; et auoms entendu trescher 
seignur qe puys la date des Ifttres qc vous nous feistes fere a voz gardiciis dc Douere qil nous 
sodTrisseni |>asscr la votre bom; mercl. out il eu autre mandcmcni depar vous, si qe nous ne 
purrions mie passer; si pleinemcni qe nous quidiens; par quei nous nous enhardissoms 
trcsdier seignur de renuoier a vous . si vous Kequerroms trescher seignur unt come nous 
nurroms et o.soins; qe si votre volunte soit uncore <|e. nous passioms; qe il v'ous plese rest 

[. 1 as vox ditr. gardiens del passage de Douerc qil nous soeftrent passer / et les 

chiualers qe sont en notre compaig [.] gentz nos grantz Chiiialx e atitres e notre 

hernuis . santz destourber ou arester / ou cerchler nules de noz c gentz Et ce qil vous 

rnplcrra frre irt^ber seignur nous voillez sil vous plest manderpar voz lettres/ c par le porto.. 

Et si vous volez chose vers nous trescher seignur qe nous pussoms faire voillez .. 

nous sil vous plest mande p.] votre voluute; come acelc qr^t olicissaute c ap|)aniillee 

del faire auoire poair Notre seignur vous voille garder [.) e h* corps Escript’ 

a Wongham as oy’taues dc Tyflaigne 

Depar la voire sil vous plest; Marie de seint pol Contesse dc Pemlir’ 

(14) property {?a front a Carhtlary). 

Inquiailkins/tfiZ mortnn, Edw. Ill, 26’, m. ao.* 

IJait a remenbrer que le Manoir Danesti one Ics aiipurtenances fiez et leglise./Et le. 
Manoir de Messedenn’ et leglise. / Et petite Mormaiie el leglise furent f»ourchaciees par 

’ Inserted above line. * See p. 410. 

* Written in a formnl, almoet » book, haml on u piece of parchment shaped and ruled like a pani;; 
possibly taken from some kind of cartulary. The correettotu seem to be in a later hand. For the date 
cp. above, No. 3. 
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Monsieur Emard' de Valence Coiile dc IVmljrok* qui diex absoUIe . de dame lohanne de Veer 
sa covusine germainne ct Uc sea hoirs . la quele tlamc iohanne fu fdle dame ilyoni^ de 
Montchanisi: qui auoit uartie dcs dites terres . doritage de par son pere .. ht de pms ie dit 
Conte pourchassa en Wcstmelle a .iL Hues dc pocriche . terrea de pluseure gens auec leglisc . . 
F.t enuiron Ic .xvi. an du regne Ic Roi, f)crc le Roi qui ore est . le dii Conte domw 
Manoirs dcssusditz oue Icur appurtenances . a .j. sien diaiHllain appellc stre Kichart 
Wynneferthing a qui il safiia f)Our refeffer U el sa Compaingne Mane de saint pol Contesse dc 
Pembrok et lour hoirs de leur corps ensemble et autres qud voudroit . qm ne furent mie- 
nommer ne nulle fm non fu faite viuanc le dil Conte. Pour quoi apres ce que diex ot faite sa 
uolentc du dit Conte . les Eschactcurs du Roi entrarent es dites terres. Et le dit sire Richard 
pounmi de les rauotr et quil eust congie de les donner . si fu entreulz acordee quil as 
donrroit au Roi. El le Roi les donna auant et en rit chartre tele comme d api^rt amsi que la 
dite Marie les a . et tient toule sa vie . . Et en cas que lentage ap^engne au Roy 
monseigneur .. la dite Marie suppHe quil [li stru^i' lhoug/i\ plaisc [a mon dit ^.gneur 
abavf line and struck ikrmgh] que les dilz manoirs de Wwtmelle de Mt^cdcnn et de Hormat e 
ouc leur appurtenances . puissent estre estendues par brief ou [rwwrr] sauoir la value que il 
valent maintenant. Et que sur sa Iwnne grace . die puisse fairc pc de 
congie de les emploier au seruice dc nostresigneur de pnier [.«t] poitr ‘am? ^ 9 on dit signeur 
le Conte . et [pour struck tkrougk] le bon cstat de mon * dit* [signeur *« tnar^n] le Koi et 
[pour les ames d struck //rrw^//J ao[tres 3 sigaeurs et dames ses amis. Et fioiir elle 

[<i tkird of the page k/l b!anfi\ 

Le Manoir et la signorie de Bywclle en la Coiue de Korthumberlund' . soloit valoir par an 

plus de , iiii lb. doul monsieur Ranlf de Neuuille en plaide le Wast Marie dc saint toI Contesse 
de pembrok’ Conire raison cl bonne foi pour U laire jK-rdre ou laisser pour moinx la inoiUe . . 
Si voudroit la dite Marie baillier a monseigneur Ic Roi tout son est.it du viage sur sa bonne 
grace: dauoir la reuersion de Westraellc . dc Messedenn' cl dc petite Hormade • cn tele maniere 
comme il prmrroit estre acorde sc il H plaisoii. 


APPENDIX IV 


THE POEM’ OF JAMES NICHOLAS DE DACIA. SCHOLAR OF THE 
COUNTESS OF PEMBROKE. WRITTEN IN HONOUR OF AYMER DE 
VALENCE. EARL OF PEMBROKE, OF PIOUS MEMORY: FINISHED 

[Sei.ections,] 

The first part of the poem consists of thirty-two kiiuls of tortured hexameters and 
elegiacs: the subject Mors. It is called de distinemnibus d diutrsis geturibus meirorum. 

A few examples are given. , i • t 

The first six sections include ordinary hexameters and vancUes of more or less simply 
rhyming ones. The following are specimens of the verse in some of the remaining parts. 
Section 9 is of ordinary elegiacs. 


’ Written above tes fiubf struck Uirough 

* A*#f MS.: written over erasure. 

* Written over crasuic. 

’ british Museum, Cott. MSS., Claudius, A. 14. 

3 


* Writleu above faint «lrudc tlirough. 

* Written over erasure. 

* She ucvcr retained this rcvcrsiniu 


t 
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Seel. 7. Twenty lines beginning with si and dum alicmately and ending with ^uid tndt and 
nichil inde. — 


8 . 


10. 


12 . 


Mors, hen mors, quid agis, quid tantc funera stragis? 
Vulnere peste inagis laccras nos ulcere plagis . . . 

Mors liuore llta sub fraudibus est stabilita. 

Dccipit ut recolo viribus arte dolo . - . 

Prospicias et predpia.s <lum magnus liaberis. 

Forte luas et morte mas dum stare videris . , , 


13. Sixteen lines doubly rh)'ming and in which every word b^dns with m. 

14, 


Morte minante dolemus, peste grauante iacemus, 

Bella parata videmus, nos prccor ergo paremus . . . 

Hst clamor crescens augentc timore timorem, 

Est amor algcscens pandente tremore tremorem . . , 

Trudit, deludit mors subdola nos quasi stultos, 

Inccdit, Icdit tencros iuuenes et adultos , . . 

Mors secat, odit, init, vetat, cxcipit, illico finit 
Fcdera, lura. locum, gaudia, verba, tocum. 

Gaudia, verba, iocuin veut, cxcipit, illico finit: 

Federa. iura, locum Mors sccat, odit, Init . . . 

Mors dabit Insultus singultus sicque tumultus, 

Occultus nostis hostis magis est iruculentus. 

Contentus . 

Aspera, prosj^ra, piclia, pignora, predia, plausum 
Applicat, abdicat, cfficit. inficit, cripit, orbat . . . 

Mors farctram gestans penetrat te pemicc Iclo. 

Tclo pemice te penetrat gestans farctram Mors . . . 

Mors t^t, hiinc ferit, hunc gravat, hunc cavat, hunc i>opulatur. 
llie rmt, hic luit, hic tacet, hie iacet, bic lacrimatur . . , 

Hinc sitis, inde fames, fletus, stridor, calor, algor 
Omne pnus mortis ibi militat, omne periclum. 

\ ulnenbus diris anime miserc laccrantur: 

Dampnant dampnati dampnatos et maledicunt. 


16. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


22. 


24. 


The second part is an eiilogium of Aymer de Valence. 

Anglia tla gemitum, singultum, Francia lietum; 
Galha da strepitum, genus omne dolorc repletum. 
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Mortis dampna fleo, gens mecum plangat habunde: 

Conqueror ista Deo quia non est spes aliunde. 

Speaking of the Earl and his father it says :— 

lustus uterque fuit et uterque probus reputatus: 

Dignus erat proauus, abauus, atauus, tritauusque. 

Of his wife:— 

Coniunxit binos Deus hunc cum coniuge digna. 

Laudibus ilia decens, deuota, perita, benigna: 

Cui felix nomen arrisit, ut ecce Maria 
De Sancto Paulo, quam confouet alma sophia; 

De Pembrok comitissa, potens, bene morigerata, 

Nobilis et sapiens a pluribus est reputata. 

Hec uiduata viro se gesserat ordine miro, 

Mundo saphiro, niuee similata papyro. 

It complains of the Earl’s death, though witli an apology {sifas est itulamo Deuni) :— 

Rex pie pacifice cur tantum iam properasti 
Tollere de mundo comitem quern semper amasti ? 

Salua pace tua tardare magis potuisses 
(until the Earl had had time quite to vanquish the Scots). 

But 

Anglia mesta scio possit deplangere amare, 

Cur? quia de medio cecidit flos; nescio quare. 

The Earl is described as brave, simple, honourable, religious, fragrant with virtue as 
a rose in spring; loyal, generous, and prudent; a sweet-smelling tree, of which death has taken 
the fruit and flower, leaving only the bark. His limbs, features, senses, and gestures corre¬ 
sponded ; one fault perhaps there was:— 

Ut fatear verum corpus tulit ille procerum. 

Nam modus est procerum corpus bene habere procerum. 

He is compared in turn to Hippolytus, Aeneas, Bartholomew, Parthenopeus, Priam, 
Croesus, Pyrrhus, Apollo, Cato. Naso, Jupiter, Amphitryon, Jonathan, Absalom, Job, Simeon, 
Achilles, Paris, Ulysses, Cicero. He fought ErcuUo gladio and in war adamas Adamarus 
erat. 

Magnus cum magnis, simplex cum simplice vixit, 

Agnis agniculus; cui consimilis modo vix sit. 

Of his reputation it is said:— 

Anglia, Francia, Flandria, Cancia quern reputabunt; 

Gallia, Wallia, Tuscia, Prucia magnificabunt. 

Of the day of his death:— 

Ilia dies nox atra fuit, nec digna vocari 
Ilia dies, sed turbida nox poterit reputari. 
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Of dcatb itself and the Earl’s death:— 

Mors mala, mors prior, cunciis mors pessima renim. 
and 

Vincitur a Morte victus sic vincit lioncste. 
***«•?•«• 

Vicit enim camem, vicit Mortem quasi Martcm; 

Mundum deuicit et vicit demonis artem. 

and 

Magnus erai, motlo maior crit maiurque deinceps; 

Ante bonus, melior nunc, optimus amtnodo princeps. 

The poem concludes with a mention of the date of his death, obscurely wrapped up but 
afterwards explained (it is U)c same as that already given); and with a final prayer. 


XIV.— Heraldry in the Cloisters of the Cathedral Church of Christ at 
Catiterbury. By Ralph Griffin, Esq., F.S.A. 


Read 24th June, 1915. 


Towards the close of the fourteenth century extensive building operations 
were undertaken at Canterbur}'^ Cathedral. The more important of these were 
the rebuilding of the nave and the erection of a new chapter-house. At Canter¬ 
bury, as at Gloucester, the cloister was to the north of the nave, and as the 
chapter-house was erected to the east of the cloister it was necessary to recon¬ 
struct in some measure the roof of both the south and east walks, but the oppor¬ 
tunity was taken to construct an arcading on each side of the cloister garth, 
and to throw a vaulted roof across from the arcade to the walls. This work 
was in hand during the time of Prior Chillenden—prior from 1391 to 1411 and 
he proceeded in the cloisters with a brutal disregard for the beautiful work left 
behind by his predecessors, whose walls he used so far as they se^ed him. ^ The 
prior had been munificently assisted by a w^ealthy archbishop, viz. Archbishop 

Courtenay, who died the 31st July, 1396. 

The archbishop’s will has been printed at length in Archaeologia Cantiana 
(xxiii, p. 55) by our Fellow Mr. L. L. Duncan. It is long and very interesting. 
In it there is this provision : 

Lego ducentas libras et plus juxta disposicionem executorum meorum et secun¬ 
dum informacionem ministrandum per eos pro nova factura sive constructione unius 
pane claustri ab hostio palacii uscjue in ecclesiam se rectotramite extendentis. 

The archbishop’s palace was adjoining the north-west tower, so it appears 
that he intended to provide for the expense of the ^yhole of the south walk of 
the cloisters from the door of his palace to the door into the A'lartyrdom. He 
calls that walk a ‘ pane ’, w'hich w^ord seems to hav'e been used in this sense 
about cloisters and to have come to be an English word now found in Murray’s 
great Oxford Dictionary, where a quotation will be found from the will of 
Henry VI, who uses this word in this sense and as an English word, about the 
cloisters at Eton. The sum named by the archbishop of £ 2 ^ is a large one, 
but it is to be observed that he gives his executors discretion to spend even 
more in the work, and it is probable that they took a lively personal interest 
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in it, as the arms of some of them may be found in other panes of the cloisters, 
as well as the arms of many relations of the archbishop. Some of his legatees 
may have used part of the legacy left them by the archbishop in furthering the 
work, seeing that their arms may be found also in the cloisters. 

The executors whose arms are certainly to be found are John Frenyngham 
and Robert Hallum, but it may well be that some of the unidentified shields 
are those of other executors. 

The archbishop’s legatees who may be noticed are ‘ my sister Dangayne ’; 
‘my brother Philip’; ‘my brother Peter’; ‘my sister Anne de Courtenay’; 
Walter Causton; Hugh Lutterell; Hugh Stafford; Walter Gibbes; Henr)'^ 
Brony; John Culpeper; and John Boteler; and of the bishops: Robert Bray- 
broke, Bishop of London; John Bokingham, Bishop of Lincoln; William of 
Wykeham, Bishop of Winchester; Edward Stafford, Bishop of Exeter. 

Another large contribution came from Frater Johannes Schepene, who is 
commemorated in the cloisters by his picture on a shield, on the border of which 
is an inscription, which extended runs thus '• 

Jfrafcr 3ioljannf!5 S)ci)epciic cum aDfutorio amicoruiii smoruiii contn'buit aij fabricam 

clauieitri centum librad cujUjS aiiimc propicietur beu. 0 . j^mcn. 

It will be noticed that ^ in the name is reversed, and as the inscription was 
long, the last three words had to be represented by letters only (plate XXXHI, 
fig. 10). 

The figure shows a nice example of the habit of the monks, and brother 
John holds in his hand a book, possibly his book of offices. 

According to A. 162 (a manuscript to which allusion will be made later on) 
the shield was coloured blue, the brother’s habit was black, and his hair was 
golden. But the manuscript is in error in suggesting that he was holding a 
golden chalice. At the side of the face is the word ‘proper’, referring to the 
lips. 

Prior Chillenden in laying out his new cloister divided each pane into ten 
compartments, thirty-six in all. Each compartment forms approximately a cube, 
the height being 15 ft. to 16 ft. and the breadth and length being the same. The 
vaulting is somewhat elaborate, formed by ribs springing from beautiful, slender, 
clustered columns, and running up to two horizontal members, which divide each 
compartment in direction of its length and its breadth. 

The nineteenth compartment is shown in the illustration, which shows the 
shields which form bosses at almost every intersection. The shields vary some¬ 
what in size, but the relative proportion has been preserved in the separate 
photographs of the various shields, which have all been taken as nearly as 
possible from the same distance. 
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Compartment 19 of the Cloisters of Canterburj- Cathedral. 
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It is not surprising that the Tudor heralds were interested in these shields, 
and have recorded some of them in their manuscript notes. 

One Richard Scarlett, who seems to have been an assistant to John 
Philipot, has left some manuscript notes taken at Canterbury, now in the 
British Museum (Harl. MS. 1366). At folio 8 is this entry: 

In the roofe of the Cloysters these rare coats following amongst a number of 
others as well nobles, bishops, and others. 

He then tricks 75, giving a blazon of 13. He gives no names. 

The next manuscript is the one alluded to already. It is in the Society’s 
collection, and is marked no. 162. It is hereinafter referred to as A. It came 
to us from Dr. Thorpe. It is described in the Society’s Catalogue as probably 
of the time of King James I. This is certainly the latest date that can be 
ascribed to it. It may well be Elizabethan,*and contemporary with Scarlett’s. 
It is also much more full, for it tricks 683 shields. It assigns colours to 79. It 
puts names to some of the shields. It describes the shields, starting from the 
Martyrdom door and going to the north. 

Hasted borrowed the manuscript from Dr. Thorpe, and took a remarkably 
exact copy of it. He does not seem to have added anything by way of colour 
or name, though he must have known both in many cases. His copy is now in 
the British Museum (Add. MS. 5479). This same volume also contains a copy 
made by Hasted of a manuscript then in the possession of Joseph Edmondson, 
the herald. This copy is hereinafter referred to as Ha. The original of this is 
a manuscript (hereinafter referred to as C.) in the handwriting of John Philipot, 
Somerset herald. It appears to have been copied, and Edmondson’s manuscript 
was a copy, for Hasted would not of his own motion have added numerous 
names and blazons which do not exist in Philipot’s original manuscript, which 
belongs now to our Fellow Dr. F. W. Cock, who has most kindly allowed me to 
examine it. The portion relating to the cloisters begins on folio 7. which is 
headed : 

These be the Armes which are fixed on the Roofe of the Cloysters of the most 
beautifull Cathedral Church of our Saviour Christ in the Citty of Canterbury and 
collected by me the second day of March Anno Domini 1613. 

1 hen follow 690 shields in trick. To seven only are there any indications of 
colour. If, as Philipot wrote, he collected all these shields in one day in March, 
it is not surprising that his record is tolerably inaccurate. 

Before leaving the manuscripts it is necessary to state what shields are 
shown in them which do not now exist in the cloisters. Their probable position 
can be located by ribsendng the shields by which they are surrounded. To 
begin with the Thorpe MS., no. 162, there appear: 
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1. A shielil quarterly; land arg., a cross engrailed gti.\ 2 and ^,cheqny or and 

az., a bordure gu. iV, lol. 3a 

Tills was in eompartment 10, and a])pears to be Green of Drayton 
<iuartering Mauduit. 

2. In the same eompartment 10: arg.,on a chief gn,, three Hons rampant or. A., 

fol, 2i}. 

3. In the same compartment 10: per chn>ron embattled or and as., three martlets 

counter-changed. A., fol. 2<). 

4. In the same compartment lo: az.,a swan arg., beaked and memberedgu. A., 

fol. 28^ 

5 In compartment 11: the see of (Canterbury' impaling Morton. A,, fol, 27^ 

6. In compartment i/j: arg., on a chevron gu., three garbs or. A^ foL 23^ 

7. In compartment 17: quaiierly; i savi 4, a fess between three garlands ; 2 and 

3, on a rlneimni gn., between three tuns a chess rook or. A., fol, i»/. 

This appears lo be Cressel of Frognal (quartering Winlt^r of Worthington, 
Leics. 

8. In txjmpartmcnt 10: Wainfleet. A,, fol. 15. 

In coiTiparlnient 26: on a bend three eagles displayed. A., fol. 11’*. 

10. In compartment 26: a chevron between three mullets pierced. A., fol. 

11. In compartment 26: the see impaling Bourchier and Lovaine quarterly. 

A., fol. 

12. In die same compartment a shield quarterly of six: i, // chevron sa. : 2, n bend 

engrailed gu. ; 3, vt., a /ess between two chevrons 4 as 3; 5 as 1; 6 as 2. 
A., fol. 11. 

Scarlett .shows of the above no. 4 (at fol. 8') and no. 6 (at fol. 10). 

fol. 7, shows no. 2 (but gives the field as ermine) and no. 4; also no. 5 
at fol. 8. At fol. 8. in compartment 12, it shows a shield of three stags passant. 
At fol. i) it shows no. 6, Iml gives no coloui^ At fol. 11 it shows a shield quarterly: 
I and 4, a /ess betiveen three roses', 2 and 3, chevron btdvfcen three tuns. Compare 
no. 7 above. At fol. 14 i-S a shield in compartment 29 of quarterly: 1 and 4, a 
bend engrailed in sinister chief a mullet’, 2 and 3, on a bend three escallops. At 
fol. 15 it gives no. « aliovc. and at fol. 16 no. 9, as well as an extraordinary shield 
of two sheep (?) and a canton. 

The manu.script denoted as Ha. is a copy of a copy of C., so gives nothing 

that is not in the latter. , . , 

Some of these shields may have been lost by the breaking oft of the shield 
forming the boss, but it is more* probable that they were merely shields painted on 
I Kisses which had no carving on them. Probably tliis was done long after tht^ 
caiA'ed shields were in existence, for none of them, judging by the style of the 

workmanship, can be so late as Archbishop .Vlorton (i487-i5cx>). 

31,2 
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Leaving^ the manuscript authorities, it is now nccessar}* to refer to the only 
printed book which describes these shields, which, despite much criticism, has 
never been displaced In 1827 appeared a work by Thomas Willcmcnt (aftcr- 
wanls a Fellow of this Society) cnXXilcd Jlcm/tiic Notices 0/ Canterbuyy CathetimL 
1 1 was sum].>tuously ])rinted in quarto, and a large-paper copy was presented to 
the Socirt) by the author and is in our Library. At page 70 the account of the 
cloister shields begins and cx)ntinues up to j>«'ige i.pS. The shields arc in many 
places blazoned, but Air. Willcment does not (jiiote any authority for the colours 
lie iissigns. He describes the shields by compartments, starting from the door 
int(> the Mart>Tdom. and proceeding to the wc.st down the Courtenay pane, and 
SQ round, Cnfortunately he does not seem to have had any system of plotting 
the shields in any <X)mpartment. and this led to his dc.scrihing some of them 
twice fwer, as he in fact admits he thinks has happened in his introductory 
remarks at page 70. 'Hie re.suli is that twelve shields numlicred >2, 15.57, 120, 
178. 296, 374. 499, 678, 695, 713, and 766 have not been found, while 503 i.s in 
compartment 24. 


.All these shields which have not been found in the compartments indie^ited 
have been found elsewhere except nos. 37 and 760, and these appear to be mere 
misdescriptions of nos. 77 and 729. On the other hand, twenty-sLx shields hav^c 
been found which are not described by Air. Willcment. It must be admitted 
that some ot his descriptions are not very accurate, and it is probably this that 
induced Mr. Strcattcild to make an attack on the book which will be noted kiter 
on. But some allowance must lx* made lor the difficulty of seeing the shicld.s at 
all in certain lights, and having regarrl to the date of its publication the work is 
a remarkable one. It shows that the author fully appreciated the artistic merit of 
the shields themselves, which appreciation was not very common in 1827. It 
shows turther that the author had sjient an immense amount of pains in identi¬ 
fying the shieltls, Me missed non»^ of the manuscript authorities which could 
assist him, and m.ade lull use of all the county histories and other printed 
authorities which were then in existence. The result is that his notr^s are of 
very considerable value. He printed part of Scarlett's notes in an Appendi.x, 
but did not include the portion of those notes relating to tlie cloisters. 

A good deal of cliseu.s.sion h;is arisen on the question whether the shields 
were coloured with their proper tinctures. Air, Wiilcmcni is of opinion that 
they were, lor he .says they ‘ were undoubtedly emblazoned in their proper metals 
and colours, for considerable indications are yet visible'; and the whole, in its 
original pcrlection, must have given that extraordinary splendour of effect\vhich 
is peculiar to the rich colours and judicious contrast of heraldic combinations'. 

Air. Strcattcild, however, in his Rxee^pia Canluttni, published in 1836, 


> It is to he that this was iirmted boforc iht uliiiewash ami cvvrythmg else was dcarwl 

away in the ' restoration of 
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vigorously combats this view, for after some caustic comments on the various 
inaccuracies of Mr. Willement’s work, he says, referring to the traces of colour 
then remaining: 

There can be little doubt of this having been the work of poor Nowers the herald- 
painter. The arms of Dean Bargrave foisted into the cloister manifestly prove that it 
was meddled with in his time. Francis Nowers had married Hester Bargrave, a 
daughter of the Dean; and I can imagine him indulging his propensity, for it was not 
more his profession than his taste, upon the few coats on which there is an appearance 
of colour and appealing to his father-in-law with ‘There, Mr. Dean, how glorious 
would the vaulting look if you would emblazon the whole! ’ The family of Nower 
(for they varied the spelling) was long respected in the county, having intermarried 
with Dering, with Toke, with Master, and with Taylor of Shadoxhurst. They bore, 
as appears by monuments as well as by Francis Nower’s edition of Gwillim, 1660, 
ciygent two bat's and in chief three crescents gules which belonged to an ancient and 
knightly house of that name; but probably the chain of evidence to so remote a period 
was interrupted, as John Nower of Ashford, Escj., altered the field from argent to 
ermine by grant of Bysshe in 1663. Francis Nowers was much employed during the 
Commonwealth, and probably on that account was an object of much petty persecu¬ 
tion on the part of Sir W® Dugdale after the Restoration, and his edition of Gwillim, 
which is especially valuable to a Kentish collector, unjustly neglected. He died m 
1670, being burnt in his house in Bartholomew lane, with two of his children and two 

servants. 


This amusing if discursive passage, it will be observed, all hangs on the 
statement that Dean Bargrave s arms had been foisted into the cloisters. 
The facts are very simple about this.^ In the year 1638 the Chapter caused the 
vanes to be placed on the four pinnacles of the great tower, and decorated one 
of them with the arms of Archbishop Laud. This pinnacle, early in 1639, was 
—to the huge delight of the Puritans—blown down, and fell through the roof 
of the first compartment of the cloisters. The damage was restored, and it was 
no doubt then that the arms of the Dean, who possibly paid for the repair, were 
placed on a shield over the Martyrdom door, where they still are. The suggestion, 
then, that they were ‘ foisted' into the cloisters falls to the ground, and with it 
the whole of the gravamen of the charge. I yield to no one in admiration for 
the Rev. Thomas Streatfeild, but in this instance I do think he has rather allowed 
himself to be carried away by his imagination, and that his conclusions are not 

quite established.^ 


» The whole story is to be found in Messrs. Woodruff and Danks’s valuable Memorials of the 

Cathedral, etc. (8vo, 1912), at page 322. n.- rrvr'ivcA a 

* Mr Streatfeild’s copy of Mr. Willement’s book is now in the collection of Dr. Cock, F.S.A., and 

he has kindly allowed me to use it freely. It gives clear evidence of the care with which Mr. Streat¬ 
feild inspected and noted all the shields in the cloisters. It is adorned by some of his tricks of shields. 
The beauty of his drawings of arms is well known to all who have used his manuscripts in the British 

Museum. 
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1 he <|iiestion of the painting of the sliiehls is further discussed in an article 
in The Gennthgisi (vol. v, p. i68), written by Messrs. Grccnstrcct and Russdl. 
They differ in opinion about the painting, though they allude— 

to the opinion which was held by those distinguished Kent archuiologists, the late 
Mr. 1 . G.Gt)dlrey-I'aussctt and Mr. Strcatfeild, namely, that there Wiis no colouring 
on the shields when originally pul up, but that paint (still rcinuiningt upon a few h;ul 
btren surreptitiously introduced by a knavish herald painter of comparatively modem 
diiys in order to suit the shields in question to the bearings ol rerUiin ramilics in which 
he w;is inter(*.stcd. 

Messrs. Grccnstrecl and Russell fuithernttack Mr.Willemcnt tor not tpioting 
from the manuscripts which give— 

the devices then to be seen upon many of the shields since broken off the bosses of 
which they once formed the special ornament. The (x^.sition of Uic shields was rcatlily 
traced by one of us in 1876, not only by their absence, but by the fractured condition 
of the car\'ing in those precise spots. Ycl Mr. Willemenl s;iys nothing whatever as 
to this evident loss of .some of the arms, and although there are still many shields in 
the Cloisters now entirely blank, he makes no mcniion even of these, though he could 
not hut have known that at wme former tiinethcy were charged with arms described, 
or iiiost of them, in these written accounts, for he cites one of the undernamed manu¬ 
scripts. in which several of them arc recorded. 

I lifi nature of this attack may be ganged by the fact that not only does 
Mr. Willemenl allude to one of the manu.scripts, but he alludes to all that 
Messrs, (ircen-street and Ru.s.sell cite, and he also alludes to A. 162. which they 
do not seem to have known of, and of the existence of which they would have 
become aware if they had read his valuable notes. The shields that are noted 
in ! lese manuscripts which do not now exist have been collected above ami 
probab Y were tor the most part simply painted on the bosses, and were so 
p.ainled at a date long subsequent to the date when the carved shields were 
executed. None of the carved shields e,'in be so late as iVchbishop Boiu'chier 
much less can tliey be of the lime of Ardibishop Moiton. Messrs. Grecnstrcel 
and Russell a.ssign to them the date temft, Henry V to Henry VI1. They do 
not perceive that many from internal evidence must bc/tf///y>. licnty' IV’ There 
are many sliiclds in the manuscripts which are not now in the cloisters and never 
were them 1 hey are simply existing shields misdrawn. and sometimes quite 
ludicrously misdrawn. This can easily be seen by comparing the manuscripts 
with a set (,f photograplB of the shields. Mc.ssr>i. Grecn.street and Russell no 
doubt had no ,,hotograph.s. If they had had. they might not have compl.iined so 
much of Mr. Willement lor omitting to record all the shields in the manuscripts. 


CATHEDRAL CHURCH OF CHRIST AT CANTERBURY 455 

As a matter of fact, a good many of his blunders are derived from the manu-' 
scripts, rather suggesting that he took a careful copy of them all, and worked 
by them rather than by the actual shields. 

To collect now a few of the references to these shields in early printed books, 

it is well to start with the earliest in date. 

William Somner, in his Antiquities of Canterbury, etc. (4to, London, 1640), 
says at p. 179, when treating of the cloister; 

The South pane or quarter whereof, somewhat more beautified than the other three, 

I take to be that which Abp. Courtney (as was shewed before) tooke order by his will 
to be made, and hath his armes set up about the entrance to it at the west end. As 
for the many other armes thicke set about the Cloister, by the way, 1 suppose them 
to be theirs that were benefactors in their time, either to the Church or Monastery or 

both. 

In the Historical Description of the Cathedral, etc., usually assigned to 
Duncombe* (Canterbury, 8vo, 1772), it is said on p. 73, in the description of the 
cloisters; 

In building the Cloyster, Chillenden was assisted by Abp. Arundel and by the 
contributions and assistance of many other persons, whose arms, according to the 
custom of those times are visible on the roof of them. Abp. Courtene3'^’s arms are at 
the entrance at the west-end. There are about 74® escutcheons in the whole, which 
were originally painted in their proper colours but a few years ago were all white. 

washed. 

' Gostling, in his IValk in Canterbury (first edition, 1774), says (p. 107) of the 
vaulting in the cloisters: ‘at the intersections of these ribs are abundance 
of escutcheons, with the arms, I suppose, of benefactors to the church, about 
seven hundred and forty in number. 

In the errata the number is corrected to 683. And in the same way, in the 
second edition of the Historical Description cited abov’'e, the number is altered to 
683, following Gostling. This second edition was published in 1783, and there 
cannot be much doubt that Dr. Thorpe had shown his manuscript to Gostling, 
who corrected the number to 683 from that manuscript. This number has been 
with parrot-like persistence repeated in various books since, and even by Felix 
Summerly and Mr. Brent, though Willement had shown that there were many 

more in existence. , • 1 

A o-ood deal of the controversy that has arisen about these shields has been 

due to a dispute about what were the actual charges on many of them. It 
seemed obvious that any such disputes would cease if an exact photographic 
reproduction could be secured. An examination of the cloisters with this view 

’ Really it was by John Burnby. See Arch. Cant., xxiii, 37. 
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led to the conclusion that besides l)ein^ works of extraordinary merit from 
an artistic standpoint, various shields of the series illustrated one another in 
such a way that a reprcxluction of the whole was desirable, and that it would lie 
unwise to limit the work to a selection only. Moreover, the state of the surface 
of the shields v^ives ('ause for great anxiety. I'he cloisters were at one time no 
doubt in part glazed, and alter the glass was destroyed the shields were protected 
by whitewash, even if not by paint. 'I'hc thorough scraping off of whitewash in 
the last century left the surface of the stone subject to all the currents of air 
which arise in a building constructed as the cloisters are, and the result has been 
that the shields themselves show that it is high time to obtain an exact record of 
the charges on them, ere their state gets—as it is to lie feared it must—even 
wor.se. But the reproduction of upwards of 800 shiehls presented itself as 
l>cing in any case a long and expensive undertaking. I .uetkily the writer, who 
is connected by birth with Ospringc. was able to enlist the iLSsistance of two 
members of the Kent Archaeological Society, both amateur photographers of 
iHstinction, and both connected with Ospringc, viz. Mr. C’. H. Drake and 
Mr. William Whiting, They entered enthusiastically into the matter, and intro- 
<luced Mr. T. R. Hodges of Meon, Fleet, Hants, another amateur photographer 
of the same (ialibre as themselves, who luckily was able to give much more time 
to the work than they could. Mr, Waltt^r Stunt of Lorenden, Ospringc, another 
member of the Kent Archaeological Society, kindly undertook a general direc¬ 
tion of the photographic work, and the benefit derived from his ripe experience 
and advice has been vcr>* great indeed. The result has lieen a series of photo¬ 
graphs which leaves little to be desired. It is only right here to add that we 
were much indebted to the Dean and Chapter for their encouragement of the 
work, as they permitted free access at all times to the cloisters, and, considering 
the |)roblems of light which arose, the question of the time of day when any 
particulai shield was pliotographed—for no artificial light was u^ — Wiis ot 
importance. Hearty thanks must also Ixr given to Mr. James M*CIemens, the 
sub-sacrist, and his staff of vergers, who were unwcarj'ing in their kind attention, 
and showed that no trouble was too much for them to take to as.sist a work in 
which they .showed their constant interest 

11 was thought better to work by the numbers assigned to the various shields 
by M r, Willemcnt H is arrangement was not an ideal one, but <is it was in print 
it was more convenient for the student to adhere to it and supplement it where 
necessary.* I'hc shields vary in size, but as the photogr.'iphs have all been taken 
from the same distance the projiortions arc obscr\^ed in the photographs. That 

' This has been done by assigning to those shields whn ii are not noticed in his lK)ok a letter of 
the alphabet followed by a numeral indicating the corapartracnL Thus A.® is a shield not noticed by 
Willemcnt which exists in compartment 33. ^ 
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tm question might arise as to position of blank shields in the future, a sepanite 
photograph \v;is taken of each compartment complete, sufficiently large to enable 
each shield to be distinguished with a magnifying-glass. A <!omplete series of 
the photographs has iK'cn deposited, by permission ot the Dean and Chapter, 
in the Cathedral Library' at Canlerliury', and there is also a complete series in 
the Library of the Society of Anlicjuarlcs of London, as well as in the British 
Must!um, and at Cambridge (Fitzwilliam Museum) and I )xford (Bodleian). 

The shields are not always at first sight easy to read. The work of three 
or four different artists t%an be traced in them, and two or three of them so adorn 
their ordinaries by* ridging, hollowing out, and chamfering that it is not at all 
times easy to tell whether they are intended to be voided or cotisecL C.arciul 
comparison vdves mo.st of these difiicultics, but in some cases there still remains 
a doubt as to the way in which the shield should be dt'seribod. Before proceed¬ 
ing to describe each shield in detail it may be well to deal with one or two senes 
together. And first— 


The Royal Arms. 

The only form of the royal arms which is found in the cloistei^ is France 
(modem) England, so that none of them can lie ot earlier date than 

1405. But there are m;my interesting •differences' added to the royal arms, 
and the w'hole collection i.s worthy of consecutive stuily. 

Th«>se shields that exhibit simply the royal arms without any diftcrcncc 
must all lie assigned to Henry IV, who rcignetl from 1400 to 1412. He was 
only son of John f»f Gaunt by his first wife Blanche, younger daughter and 
coheir of Hchrv Duke ot Limeaster, by Isabel, daughter of Henry Lord Beau¬ 
mont. John of Gaunt by this marriage had also two dauglitei-s. The elder, 
Bhilipe, married the King of Portugal (shields nos. 734 and 811). Ihc ^linger, 
Hli/abelh, married, first, John Karl of Huntingdon, second sor^ of Thomas 
Holland, Harl of Kent. This marriage explains shield no-O53. She married, 

.set'ondly, Sir John (’ornwall, K.G. (shiehl no, 7 b 7 )* 

Returning now to Henry IV’, llu* .shield.s nos. 157, (>88, 724. 758, an«l 809 
.-,how Ills armC as docs the great boss no. 473. .Sec alM> A.“ His first wife was 
Mary dc Bohun, voiinger daughter and coheir of Humphrey Earl of Hereford 
(no. i). She died in 1304. and was buried in Canterlmiy Cathedral, leaving six 
children In 1403 Henry IV married again. Ills second wife wiis Joan of 
.Navarre, daughter of Charlcj; 11 , King of Navarre. Sec shields nos. 7i«and 773. 
riicrc was no is.suc of the second marriage. 

The six children by the first marnage were: 

I. I leiiry Prince of Wales, afterwards I lenry V. He bore the royal arms 
with a lalxjl of three argent Shields nos. 190, 199, 750, B.“ Jimi C.** 
voi- 3 ^ 
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2. riiomas Duke of Clarence, second son. He bore the royal arms with 
a label of three points ermine. Shields nos. 183, 202, 385, and 751. He married 
the widow of John Beaufort, Earl of Somerset, Margaret, third daughter of 
Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent. Shield She was buried at Canterbury 
with her two husbands in St. Michael’s Chapel. 

3. John Duke of Bedford, third son of Henry IV, bore the royal arms with 
a label of five, two of Brittany and three of France. Shields nos. 165, 200, and 
759- He was not married before the cloisters were finished. 

4. Humphrey Duke of Gloucester, fourth son. He differenced with a 
bordure argent. Shields nos. 169, 172, 201, and 760. 

5. Blanche, elder daughter of Henry IV, married Lewis Duke of Bavaria. 

6. Philipe, younger daughter of Henry IV, married in 1405 Eric, King of 
Denmark and Norway. Shields nos. 748 and 768. 

John of Gaunt by his second wife, Constance of Castile, had one child only, 
a daughter, Catherine, who married Henry, son and heir of John, King of Castile. 
Shield no. 774. 

The illegitimate children of John of Gaunt were : 

1. John Beaufort, Earl of Somerset. Shield no. 497. He married Margaret, 
third daughter of Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent,and sister and coheir to Edmund 
Earl ol Kent. She remarried I homas Duke of Clarence, second son of Henry IV, 
as mentioned above. 

2. Henry Beaufort, afterwards Cardinal and Bishop of Winchester. Shield 
no. 415.^ 

3. I homas Beaufort, Duke of Exeter, who married Margaret, daughter of 
Sir Thomas Nevil. 

4. Joan Beaufort, who married, first, Robert Ferrers of Wem,and secondly, 
Ralph Nevil, first Earl of Westmoreland. Shield no. 644. 

John of Gaunt’s younger brother, Edmund of Langley, Duke of York, bore 
the royal arms ot France and England quarterly with a label of three points, on 
each point three roundels, as at no. 184. His elder son by Isabel of Castile, Edward 
.second Duke of York, used his father s arms sometimes differencing with a bordure 
charged with castles. He married Philippa, daughter and coheir of John Lord 
Mohun of Dunster (no. 672), but died without issue, and his younger brother 
Richard of Coningsborough, Earl of Cambridge, became his heir. He used his 
father’s arms differencing by a bordure charged with lions (nos. 191 and 500). His 
marriage to Anne Mortimer is shown at no. 762. Edmund of Langley had a 
daughter Constance, who married 1 homas le Despencer, Earl of Gloucester, 
before 1400. See nos. 675 and 770. 
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The Arms of Kngi^vnu. 

Thom.is of Brothorton, iho cider son of Edward 1 by his second wife, 
Mar^jarctof France, bore Ihe arms of England with a label, usually of live points, 
it appt-ars at no. 66^. Me had two daughters and coheirs, but oidy the elder, 
Margaret, is rcprescnterl by sliiclds in the cloisters, as her daughter married 
John I .ord Mowbrav, which explains no. b/’-t and no. i6i, though in the latter case 
the label, possibly by error, i.s only of three point.s. Margaret’s grandson Ihomas, 
Duke of Norfolk* married a niece of Archbii^hoj) Arundel (no. and no. 650), 
which Thomas used the arms of lliorn:i.s of Brotherton in right of his mother, 
daughter and heir of Margaret, elder coheir of Thomas of Brotherton. by her 
marriage with John Lord Segrave. .See nos. O63 and 6O7. 

Edmund of Woodstock, Earl of Kent, was the younger son of Eilward 1 by 
his second marriage, and he also bore the arms of England differencing with a 
bordure urj^efti. His only daughter and eventual heir, Joan, known as the Fair 
Maid of Kent married Thomas Holland, K.G.. who wns summoned a.s Earl oi 
Kent in her right in 1360, but died that year. These Hollands from this time- 
abandoned their family arms(semy of lis a lion nimpant guarcUml) and adopted 
the coiii of Edmund of WoodsUx^k, and this appears on four shields in the cloisters 
(nos. 27a 496,755. and 756). Others exhibit many of the marrlagt-s of the daughters 

of the house (nos.66f>.7<>9. 77 b 772 , B.»', and E«). 

The third son of the Fair Maid was John Holland, created Duke ot Exeter, 

who married Elizabeth, sister of King Henry IV {supra, p. 457)' He differenced 
with a bordure of France {nrxs 181 and 053). One of his daughters married 

’riiomjLs Mow’brav, Earl Marshal (no. 652). ^ 

The arms of’England, differenced by a label of France, also appear m the 
cloisters at no. 481 and at I’hls different^ was adopterl by the Dukes of 
l.aneaster, descended from Edmund Crouchback by his second wife Blanch, 
daughter of Robert, younger son of Lewis, King of France. Her grandchild 
Eleanor married, first, John second Lord Beaumont (no. attcr his 

death marrying Richard Earl of Arundel, was mother of Archbishop z\rundel 

(no. 752). 

Arundeu 

‘Hie .Archbishop l)ore Uie arms of Filzalan and Wiirenne (juartcrly with a 

liordure engrailed for difference, as in no.s. 11, 14, 39, 4 t 4 * 5 ^ 3 » /4b*_^|'d , 

though in one case (no. 12) the bordure is omitted. The coat w ithout difference 
occurs at no.s. i, 189, 393» 427» 493» ^*50, 655, 659,752. 755 » 763 » 7 b 4 . L).", F..’', and 
Awhih: Fitzalan cjuartering Maltravers is at nos. 230. 279. 409, and 410. 

3M a 
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BjbAtTMONT. 

'riif; arms of this fanuly occur alone at nos. 35 anil 249, and quartering Comyn 
at no. (182; but they usually borr a quarterwl coat with the arnis of |erus;dem 
in the first and Ijist quarters, putting their own arrhs in the second and third, This 
quartered coat is at nos. 255. 322, b;;, byq-fiSi, 685.087. ix», 705.753, anti 
when a difference is desired to be made it i.s noted by placing it as in no.V>8(), on 
the shoulder of the lion or by a label over all. as in no. f)8«. The great Beaumont 
boss, no. 670, omits the family arms altogether, placing the arms of Jerusalem on 
the family badge of an dpj)hant. This Ixidge also cn^curs at no. 3. 


Courtenay. 

Tlicre are two .shields in the cloisters charged with three roundels without ~ 
any label. These arc nos. 302 and 597; 'Htey are both aligned by M r^^llemcnt 
to Courtenay. 1 he C!bunenays ot Dcvon.shire usually used this charge with a 
label (isure, and there arc numerous shields in the cloisters with thus label. The 
^^rchbishop^s label is not usually in the cloisters differenced in any way (see nos. 
.S. 3 «, and 87), though in one case a mitre appears on each point (no. 9). 'Hie 
label is plain in nos. 56,386,442.485,an<l 705,the last .shield being certainly that 
of Sir Edward Courtenay, the Archbishops nephew. Sec also A.* 

There is a crescenl on each point of the label in no. to, and three crescents on 
each point in no. 50- 

There is a tosengc on each point in no. 64. 

There is a cinquefoit on each point in no. 70. 

'ITierc are three lis on each point in no. 75. 

There are threegi>uttcs on each point in no. 86. 

There are three roundels on each jx)int in nos. 123 and 147. 

'There arc three annulets on each point and "a baud owar all in no. 137. 
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POYNINGS. 


The shields in the cloisters illustrate the following pedigree: 


577 


Hanio Crevecoeur 


Bertram de Criol 
obt. 1295 


Maud Aranches 
heir to her brother William 

of all the barony of 271 

Folkestone 5^^ 

Eleanor 
coheir to her 
mother 

aet. 50 and upwards 

in 1284 5®^ 

Joan 

only daughter 
heir to her brother 
Bertram 
aet. 28 in 1306 


Sir Rich, de Rokesley 
married before 1306 


576 

Joan = Sir Wm. Bawd 
daughter 
and coheir 


Thos. de Poynings 
first Lord Poynings 
obt. 1339 


154 

572 

580 


I 573 ^ 

Michael second 
Lord Poynings 
eldest son 

born 1320, obt. 13C9 


555 


Agnes 
daughter 
and coheir 


Isabel, Baroness ^ Lucas de Poynings 


St. John 
obt. 1393 


third son 
obt. 1375 


Philippa Mortimer = Sir Thomas = Joan le Strange 
2nd wife obt. 1428 ist wife 

152 obt. 1398 

c68 554 

=70 Sir Robt. Grey =r Elizabeth daughter of Sir Guy 

Lord Bryan 


571 

A." 


als. Fitz Payne 


1 560 . 

Agnes = William 
Lord 
Bardolf 
obt. 1385 


Thos. third 
Lord Poynings 
obt. 1375 


Richard =f Isabel Fitz Payne 


fourth Lord 
Poynings 
obt. 1387 


Joan =f Henry Lord Ferrers, K.G. 
obt. 1387 


daughter and heir 


569, 


Robert fiftli = Isabel daughter of Reginald 
Lord Poynings Grey, Lord Grey de Ruthin 
obt. 1446 


Philippa 
daughter of 
oger Lord Cliftbrd 
first wife 


709 


I 686 

William = Margaret Montacute 
Lord Ferrers second wife 

of Groby 
obt. 144.=; 


The shields no ^67 (Poynings impaling Talbot) and no. 579 (Poynings impaling Northwood) are not placed 
in the^Lve pedigref Lady Aton (no. 158) was no doubt the Marpret whose seal is noted, .s.p. Aton, in the 
new ediuon o^f thf kerage. She was daughter of Michael, second Lord Poynings. 
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Places and Kings. 

Tin; I 61 li>wing arms of places and kings occur in Ujc cloisters : 


Kohcmia. sag. 722. 

Canterbury. 

Castile. 721, 774. 

Cin<|ue Ports. 6. 

ConstentinopU;, 731, 

Denmark. 748, 7^. 

Ethiopia. 732. 

Evreux. 718, 773. 

France lulotic). 733. 

Irebnd. 726. 

Jerusalem (alone) 743. 

King Alexander. 737. 

King Arthur. 7, a6.62. 739. 

King Edmund. 7, 26, &j, 739. 

King Edward the Confessor. 25, 740. 
King Ethelbert. 119, 727. 


King Hat;o of Nonvav. 700. 

Leon. 721,774. 

Lifi'lund (Livonia). 74^ 768. 

London, j 15. 

Man^ 257,610, 725.,; 

Navarre. 718, 773. 

Norway. 745. 7^. 

Portugal. )?) 700, 734, 811. 

Provence. 730, 735. 

Rome. 1(22, 722. 

Saxony!?). 746, 768. 

Scotland. 7 j8. 

Sweden. 747, 768. 

Tlinice. 723^ 

Wales. 719, 

Walesy Tlic Prince of, l>adgc. 197, 494. 



Shield hol 11^ 



DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF EACH SHIELD IN THE CLOISTERS, BY 
COMPARTMENTS, STARTING FROM THE DOOR OF THE MARTYR¬ 
DOM AND GOING WEST AND SO ROUND.^ 

Compartment i. 

1. A bend cotised between six lions rampant, impaling quarterly: i and 4, 
a lion rampant ; 2 and 3, chequy. PI. XXXIV, fig. 14- 

A., fol. 2, calls this Bohun Earl of Hereford, and colours dexter coat az., a bend arg. cottsed or, 
between six lions rampant or ; and the sinister quarterly : i and 4, gu., a Iton rampant or ; 2 and 3, 
chequy or and az. 

W. blazons as A. , . r , x j d u 

This is Bohun impaling Fitzalan and Warenne quarterly, and is for Humphrey de Bohun, 
twelfth earl of Hereford, who married in 1362 Joan, daughter of Richard Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel, 
and sister of Archbishop Arundel. Joan Countess of Hereford, according to the Catalogue of 
Seals in the British Museum, sealed with these arms till 1407. Of the daughters and coheirs ot 
Humphrey and Joan, Mary the second daughter married as his first wife Henry IV, and was 
mother of all his children. The elder daughter and coheir Eleanor married Thomas of Wood- 
stock, and her brass is in Westminster Abbey. Observe that Archbishop Courtenay s mother 

was a Bohun. ,, , , ,1 

This shield is in compartment 33 (A.“), not noticed by W., and also over the lavatory in 

bay 23 (D.*®). 

2. On a pale a sword erect; on a chief three roundels. 

A fol I** tricks and colours or, on a pale gu., a sword erect, or; on a chief az., three bezants. 
The arms are those of Dean Isaac Bargrave (1625-1642). In the grant by Camden in i6ii to 
John Bargrave of Patricksbourne the sword is arg., hilt or. Stowe MS., no. 707. 

The shape of this shield, which is quite unlike the shape of the others in the cloisters, denotes 
its more recent origin. Its appearance in this compartment is explained above, p. 453. 

Compartment 2. 

A.=* A shield charged with three roundels, a label of three; supported by two 
monkeys. 

This is no doubt for Courtenay. See no. 5. 

This shield is not noticed by W. 

A helmet with mantling surmounted by a cap of estate, on which is standing 
a lion guardant, the whole surrounded by deeply cut foliage. 

This beautiful boss, though the lion does not appear to be crowned, is no doubt referable to 
the king or some member of the royal family. It is not noticed by W. 

* The abbreviations used in this list are: A., the MS. numbered 162 in the collection of the Society of 
Antiquaries ; C., the MSS. in the possession of Dr. Cock; Ha., the copy of a MS. made by Hasted, now Add. 
MS. 5479; S., a roll of Richard II, c. 1377, emblazoned by Messrs. A. P. Harrison & Sons [? 1848], 
apparently the same roll as that cited in Papworth’s Ordinary as S.; W., the Heratdic Notices, etc., by Thomas 
Willement (1827). 
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Compartment 3. 

3. A castle on the back of a couchant elephant. 

A badge of Beaumont. See no. 676. 

4. An angel holding a shield charged with a cross. 

W. says sa., a cross arg., and assigns to St. Augustine’s Abbey. 

5. An angel holding a shield charged with two coats impaled; dcxtey, a .staff 
ensigned with a cross patty surmounted by a pall; sinister, three roundels, 
a label of three. 

A., fol. 30. The arms of Archbishop Courtenay: here are no crosses on the pall as at nos. 
38 and 87. 

W. misdescribes. See no. 9. 

A? Here is a boss, not noticed by W,, of the holy lamb holding a cross, sur¬ 
rounded by deep-cut foliage. 

CoMPxVRTMENT 6. 

6. England dimidiating three ships’ hulls in pale. The Cinque Ports. 

W. describes as per pale gu. and az.; on the dexter, three demi lions passant gaurdant, or, con¬ 
joined with as many demi hulks of galleys on the sinister, arg. 

7. Three crowns. 

A., fol. 30. C., fol. 7, ascribed to King Edmund. Ha., fol. 14. 

W. describes as az., three crowns or, tzvo and otic, and ascribes it to St. Edmund. 

The same coat is sometimes ascribed to King Arthur. 

8. A Star within the horns of a crescent in clouds. PI. XXXVI, fig. 11. 

W. notes this as a badge of the early princes of the house of Plantagenet. It is probably a 
badge of the house of Mortimer. The crescent is edged with pearls, and this feature distin¬ 
guishes the carving of nearly all the crescents in the cloisters. 

Compartment 7. 

9. The see of Canterbury impaling three roundels, a label ot three, each point 

charged with a mitre, with inf nine. PI. XXXVI I, fig. 6. 

The see is usually blazoned (as by W.) az.; an episcopal staff, in pale, or; ensigned zvith a 
cross patty arg.; surmounted by a pall arg., edged and fringed or, charged zvith four crosses patty 
fitchy sa. It has been suggested that it is not the see but the indication of the dignity of an 
archbishop. See no. 430 and the paper there cited. The coat occurs fifteen times in the 
cloisters in nos. 5, 9, 12, 14, 19, 38, 39, 87, 414, 553, 583, 716, 749, and on a shield over the 
lavatory C.“ The crosses on the pall are not fitchy in nos. 9, 12, 414, 553, 749, and in the 
lavatory shield, while in no. 5 there are no crosses on the pall. The archbishops whose coats 
are impaled by the see are: (i) St. Thomas, (2) Courtenay, (3) Arundel, (4) Chicheley. Though 
the coat of Sudbury occurs frequently, it is never impaled by the see. 

The coat impaled here may be blazoned from a window in Maidstone Church (noted in C., 
fol. 38) as or, three tortcanx; a label of three az., each point charged zvith a mitre arg. This is the 
only place in the cloisters where Archbishop Courtenay’s coat is differenced by mitres. In the 
other cases, viz. nos. 5, 38, and 87, no mitres are shown. The counterseal of the archbishop’s 
hospital of St. Mary and All Saints at Maidstone, founded 1393, bore a shield showing the same 
coat as this boss, which may therefore be intended for that hospital and not for the archbishop, 
though the archbishop himself sometimes used a seal showing the mitres. 

A., fol. 30, omits the mitres, but Scarlett, fol. 7, notes them, and colours the label az. and the 
mitres arg. 
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la Courtenay; each point of the label rharged with a crescent 'Hic top of 
the shield has been broken off. 

W» bla/on.t; ot', thref torfranx, fuv atui oik : oh n JuM of flirco points az., as many aresants ni^. 

There Is, however only one crescent. , , , ^ 

A., fol. 30, <lnivvs correctly, and rucs colours or /Am torkanx, a UtM of tlncr arg., an oath 

point a crr'fcenl, but gives no colour for the crescents. 

C.. fol. 7. and Ha., fol. h. omit the crcHcents. 

It may be nolerl that in shield no. 50 there are tha-c crescents on eacl» t>o>ni. 

Coill'ARTMTXT 8. 

11 Fitzalan and VVarenm: quarterly (as in no. 1), all within a bordtire engiailed. 
W, bbrons a«i in na t, and so does A. fol. 30. Ijoih giving the bortlnre as ar^ 

This is the coat of Thomas Arundel, ardibishop from 13^ (when he succeeded Courtenay) 
III! I4ii when he died. He was the tJilrd son of Richard, fifth Earl of Arundel, by his second 
wife, Eleanor, daughter of Henry Earl of Lancaster (no. 75a). The second son. Sir Jolm Arundel, 
marshal of England, married Eleanor, granddaughter and coheir of John Loixl Maltravere Ino 
av>). Of the ardibishop's sisters, Alice married Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent Ino. 7^); and 
iSn was wife of Humphrey de iJohun. Earl of Hereford tno. il; while of his nieces E uabeth 
became the wife of Thoma-S Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk (no. 650), and Margaret of Sir Kichaal 
Lenthalt (no. 764). 

Co»n>ARTMENT 9. 

12. The see, imPalhig Filz.il.in and Warenne quarterly. . 

No doubt for Archbishop Arundd, though the engrailed bordure is here omitted. W. docs 

not notice ihi.s. 

A., fol. 30, gives tinctures. 

The shield is b«/rnc by three angels. 

13. A cross. 

A., fol 30. draws as if it were the Prioiy- 

W. blazons arg., a croics gu., and ascribes to St. Geoi-ge. 

CoMl’rVRTMnKT lO. 

At the south-west angle. 

14. The sec, iwpttHttg n. PI- X.XXIV, fig. 15. 

hr, fol. aff'. \V. says as no. la, which is not si>. 

IS- Scv'cn ntascles conjoined: three, three, and one. 

A', fol. 29*'. C-, fol. 7, (jiicry Braybroke- Ha., fol. 14, co\o^xT^gn.%sovon niascus arg., and says 

Ferm^s ^ masdes fonjoined or: three. /Arrr, <uut one, and ascribes to Ferrers. 

Hotli the Ferrers and the Braybrokes (who boro the field argent and the mosclcs^/Aw) were 
connected with Kent, and there is no shield In this compartment that wo^d lend any assistance 
in deieimining to which of the families this shield should be a.ssigncd. The coal occurs eight 
times in the cloisters: nos- 15* 4 ® 3 » 4 ^* 479 > ^ 99 . 7 ® 3 ) 7 “^ 

16. Quarterly, in the first quarter a mullet pierced. 

A fol 38* C fol, 7, Vecre- Ha., fol. 14. 

W. Wa.on; r'«rlrrly g,,. or. io <h ^ir Mr/n .nd a^b« t, 

Vw, IM of 0 *(..rd, who doM ^ Henry V. He now thnt he Veres held llu. manor ol BadlK- 
mere, CO. Kenl, by descenl from one-of the coheirs of Giles Lord Badlesmere, /rm^. Kdward HI, 
and retainetl it for some time afterwards. 
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It may be added that the Veres assumed, without legal right, the title of Uarons Badlesmcre 
as if til acecnluali; their connexion with Kent. The shield may be assigned, as W. does, to the 
eleventh earl, who was K.Ci. He siicccedixl to the uilc in i^ixi, ain! died in 1117. The coal 
occurs ten limes in the cloisters, nos. 16, 59, 76, 289.387, 436, 521, 684, 71x4, 708. The mullet is 
not pierced in no, 76. 

17. On n cross five eagles displayed. 

_ A., fol. 29, blazons^!/., on a fto.ts nrg^ftift ta^Us itLs^ayt4i tu. C., lol. 7, notes ' <jr. Uiggs of 
Diggs court in Knit Ma., fol. 17. 

W. makes the birds s<t., as cKics Papworth: anti C,, fol. 5, notes a coat so coloured in the 
windows of Newm^^on (next SittingboumclChurch. In the list of Kent gentiy’ in the Cottonian 
MSS., Faustina E. ii (pniitcd by Mr. Greenstreet in Arch. Cu///. xi, pp. 394-71, no. 177 is * Thomas 
Diks,jt». cross n/-. thereon fyve eglets x,' Tlic Digges were of Digges Court in nariiam long 
before 1400. John Digges was sheriff in 1401, and W. .suggests he is the person whose shicitl Is 
lierc. A branch of llie family was settled at Newington by Sittingl>ounie.and this shield in brass 
ilhc itagles double-headed* remains in the church there. W says the family had held the manor 
of llackington, which may be a misprint for Nackington, in which place they certainly held ifliids. 
NV. adds tliat several of tlicni were buried in the cathedral. 

18 [’"retty. 

A., fol. 29, draws and colours iii.,//r//v atg. C., fol, 7. Ha., fol. 14. W. blazon.s j/t.. u fret 
or, and assigns to MaUraveiTs. 

A^tfrelty itr^, would be Etcliingham. and this is a veiy probable attribution of the shield, os 
the family held property in Kent at l.ydd. Joan, ilaughter of William Echyngliam of Kchvng- 
hatn, married Sir Arnold Savage, the Speaker. 

19. The sec of Canterbury, impaling three l>w:kets. PI. XXXIV, fiir. 2. 

A, fol. 29. C., fol. 7. 1 la., fol. 14. 

Arg., three bcckds prnprr, the arms of St. Tfiuinas of Cantcrbuiy, ardiblsbop 1161 1170. 

20. Crusily fitchy, and three lucies hauriant. 

A., fol. 30. C, fol. 7. and Ha., fol. 14. * q. Lucie of Lucie in Kent 

W. suggesm Hcringod. a wcll knuwn Kent family, but they alwa^'s bore six fi',h and Crosse's 
patty, and not fitchy. Phili|K>t’5 suggestion of Lucie is probably correct. That family held the 
manor of Lucies in Newington next Sittingboume, and m the church tficrc C.. f. s. notes <12., 
eriMly, am three luei^ hauriant or; and fol. 3,'), in a window at Coodneston next Whigliatn, a:., 
erusity, atni three htf id hauriant arg. 

21. A cross potent en«,Tailcd. PI. XXXVHI, 12. 

S^rlelt, fol. 8. A., fol. 30. C., fol. 7, assigns to Hrenchesley. I la., fol. i.j. 

W blazons n=., a cross potent engniihvt or, and assigns Ui -Sir Wil|j.im Brcnchley, a justice ol 
the Common Pleas, who died m 1406. W. ipiote.s in full the inscription formerly on a tomb in 
the nave of the cathedral for Ific judge and his wife Joan, who died in 1453. after linving built 
In 1447 the small cha|)cl outside the south wall of the nave, dedicated to St. John the Baptist, 
afUTwards known as Neville s Chapel, improved away m 1787. Hie Ba-nchley.s were of the 
parish of that nuiiie in this county, where they owned the manor of Moallands. W. copio from 
Hasted the doubtful •,Uitemcnt that the wife of Sir William was the heireicof the Benendcn^. 
bee under no. 36. He wa.s (|aUe a distinguished judge. He w-us created K.B. in 1400. 

22. \V, here inserts a chevron tnlcr three dogs' heads erased, which does not exist 
in this compartment Cl. no, 6S. 


23. A chevron between three cupsf?), T’l. XXXVI, fij:^. 3. 

A., fol. 29*’. C ., fol. 7, draw.s as cronels of spears, as doo I la., (ol, 14 
(of. B, they may be anything. 


As drawn by Soirlett, 


^ 5 - 


26. 


27 . 
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W, ItUi/ons a chevron infer three enfts or, and ascrilivs lo Odiamc. He adda vhfc fintpiece, 

but this docs not scetti to exist in his book. . i r i ».• 

No connexion between the county and tlir family of Odiarno ha.«i been traced. •'d'r objects 
are cups or pots, the shield has 5»jnie iij:»einblance lu a shield found ou liells at Cantcrbur>' 
dated c- I too. Stahlschmidl. <.'hmh lifits qf Kmt, p. 22. 

2-1. Hrniinc. three lozenge.s. 

A., fol. 29''. C.. fol. 7. no ermine tricked. Ha., foL (4, tricks as ar/*., three lozenges .?»(., anil 
calls de Campania VV, follows this description and ascriiHion. 

It is probable that the coat should l>c blazoned mtitne, three h^ige* /ifn., the arms of the 
family of I Idles. These arms were, accordinj? to C., fol 23. in the windows of W oodncsboniUijh 
Church, and are noted on fol. 41 as the arms of 'Julian Hils*. who mamed Kogcr Manston of 
St. LawTcnce in ThancL See also Atth. Cant-, xv, t j- 

A (Tfs.s patonce l^etwcen hvc maitlcts. 

C, fol. 7, assigns to Edward tiie Confessor. Hu., fol 14. W. blazons nr., n cross pahnee inter 

five niart/eh nr. 

As no. 7. 

A., fol. 29. 

'I’hrcc butterflies. 

A., fol. 29. C.. fol. 7, draws as bats, as does Ha., fol 
W. n.s.. three butterflies or. tnv ami one, and asenbes to M u.scharnp. 

Members of this family held property in Kent at hast as early as temp. Edward III for 
instance, bva fine in .3681FCCI of Fines 4*2 Edw. lll.nu. 1714I John Muscliamof Leigh acquires 
property there; and in 1370 John Muskham and hiswife Marger)'acquire further property there 
from Adam atte Brugge, the vicar of the pansh (^cet of Fines, .m Edw. HI, no. 1818). 

28. A cross l^etwccn. in the first and fourth quarters, a swc^rrl erect, and in 

the second and third a crown ; on the cross a mitre. 

Scarlett, foU 8 . C*, fol. 8 . Ha., fol. 15. , 

W. blazons gn., on a cross, or, a mitre ; in the ist nnsi .,th ,iuarters a smnH e,wtproper; tn the 

2mt uml ird a erooen »r. and ascribc-.% to Battle Abl>cy. (No colour assigned to the mitre» 

These arms wen: In the windows of Hawkhurst Churdi. built by an ablx.t of Battle, and 
luckily were noted by Mr. Simalfcild Ix-lore they werc improved away in tt^ 9 - His blazon is 
nrg., on a ejoss gj4.. itu^eeu feo sttWv emt gn., kith or, in the ist ami ^th qnartes, and tioo cfvions 

or in the 2nd and jrd, a mitre arg. garnished or. 

29. A lion (?) ramj'iant. PI. XXX\ III. hg. .?• 

A., fol. zff-. C., fol 7. Ha., fol. 14. 

W. describes as a lion rampant . ■ l , 1 k ki . ♦ 

This cxinu.rdinar\' animal is quite unlike the lions carv'^ in the cloisters, and is probably not 

intendcil for one. For what animal it is intended it is difficult to ^y. Compare the animals 
in no. 288. 

10. A fess dnneetty between four crosses crosslct in chief, and si.\ in l);ise. 

iC fol. 38\ C, fol. 7. Ha., fol. 14. , ^ , ,,,,,, • . ... 

All ibew manuscripts draw billets instead of crusslets, and have led W. to nu-silcscnlM' tin- 

shield and assign it to Dicncourt. 

The shield is no doubt for Engavne ign., a Jess danceftv hturen ten aosslets otf. and it occurs 
again at no. 88. According to C.. fol. 38. this shield with the fc^nrj^cn/ and six crosslets nniuibiig 
(Tourti nay was in the windm\-s of Maidstone Clmrrh. The Courtenay lalicl was cbirgcd with 

3x2 
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thn?e roundels on each piece. This\va.s no doiiht (or Sir Willimn Kiijiaync, who marrirfl Catherine 
CoiirtcnaVf the widow of William Lord Harrington. She had a legacy under Ai ctibishop Cour¬ 
tenay's will, and according to Hasted bad property at Sondling by Saltwood. 

31, G lit tee, on a chief, three cro\vn.s. I’l. XXX \T. Hg. 10. 

A., fol. 28’', ascribed to Coluign. C,, lol. 7, Ha., (bl. i.|. 

W l>la7/»ns tie fong, i>n a thief ihttt t/vw/is or, and Ascril>es tti Kyngtori, 

W. does not support his iiscri|iik»ti with any authority. The connexion with the county ol 
the family ol Kington appears to be that Kiclmrd <lf Kyngtoiie w:is almoner and executor of 
Arehhishop Waller Reynolds, and Brother John Kyngton was coiumLssai'y fur the Prior and 
Chapter of Chri.st Church in 13. ‘I'he suggesiion in A. that the arms arc tlio-sc of the family <»f 
de Coluign, long connected with the county nnd sr.itcd at Milgatc in Bearsted, U more jirobable- 

33. A chexTon between three dogs, 

A., lol. aB’-. 

\\^ describes as <0^., u thevnui .. inter three tn/hots set., but doc-s not ascribe 

The tlogstlo not look much like talbots. It may be noted here, as elsewhere, how ihc chevron 
fills the shield. A family of Allen who held pi*opcm’ round Sitlingbourne bore or, /» rhrvrtm 
brtnfcn three th\QS set., and this coat m.'«y Ik.* intended for them. 

33. A chevron betwet;n llirev crows. F*l. XXXIV» fig. lo. 

Scarlett, fol. a A., fol. 30. C., fol. 7. Ha., fol. 14. 

W. blo/ons arg., a tJm'rtm set., inter three ervtfs profter, and assigns to Sir William Cromer of 
1 'unstall, Lord Mayor of London in 1.114 and 1424. 

Thai this ih the shieltl of Cromer is very pn)t)Hbic, though that family more often used the 
che\Ton engrailed. The shield as carved is a notable instance of how the sculptor filled the 
shiehl with the charges. In this ca.se fie has turned the de.xtcr emw so as to perch on the sitlo 
of the shield as the sinister one does on tlie dmvron. The birds may be compared with those in 
nos, 19, i2t, and 2x5, The shield is an example of ranting henddiy. 

34. A crosier between two hides Iiauriant. 

Scarlett, fol. 8. A., fol. 39^ C.. fol. 7. Ha., fol. 14. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

As w-as to be expected. Uiis Is the coat of an ablwy founded by a Lucy. \iz. Lesnes Abl)cy. 
of which the correct blazon is gn., a erositr or, detween tuv Inetes haurinnt org. See vol. xv of the 
Ih-oeeeeiings of the IVeHilwirh AttHquarimt Sem'et^’, 1910. p. 133, and Lesnes Altbev bv A W 
Clapham, p. 31. This shield is at no. 305 in compartment t8. 

35. Sem^e dc lis, a lion rampant. 

A., fol. xf. 

V\ . blazons az., seniee^ tie its et iion rampiuit or, and ascribes to BeaumonL 

This blazon and ascription are proUibly right As to the connexion of the Beaumonts with 
the cathedral am) the county, sec the notes on the shicitls nos. 676 seqq. in com|>arlment 31. 

36. Brenchley (as no. 21), impaling three crescents a canton. 

A., fol. 22\ Scarlett, fol. 8; O, fol. 71 Ha., fol. 14, all draw the shield as if charged with three 
crescents, and on a canton a cross potent engrailed. 

V\. oscnbes the impalement to Batisford, and blazons it nrg., three eresem/s, tteq anei e>»e ph. 
a attifon $a., saying ii existed in Ihc windows of Brenchley Church. ' 

Accoitling 10 Arch. a;//.,xxviii, aa9,this coat is in the window.s of Nettlestead Church where 
the impalement is coloured arg.,two ereseen/s sa.. ,1 ,anton gjt. Mr. W. K. liall (/ e\ explains 
willi a pedigree that this .shield shows the arms of Sir William Brenchley the judge and 
Ins wife Joan, she l>eing one of the daughters and coheirs of Sir William Batisford. wdio raided 
at Bencnden in Kent. Hasted is probably wrong in saying Sir William Brenchley miirrictl 
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» Bcnenden. Slic may, of cout^c’, liave i)ccn a first wife, but there is no .“v idence to suppoil 

the alltrjpuioii. o - , . „ . 

Thi- coat of Batj»fr)n) occurs in the cloLslcn» at nos. .^7, -mH. 545. 552. 806. and A. loan 
Baiisford sur> ivcd Sir William Hrenddny for many years. She seems lu liavc been wcaltbi^ 
for in the subsidy in 13 Hen. IV for Sussex slie is f.>und to hoUl in that county i^mrs named 
Godvnu. Rokholt and Bixlo, on<l Vemthe and other lands worth /.37 per annum. Her will (14531 
is at Cantcrliurv, She disposes of a manor of Tatlynbnry Deiy nges and her odier lands m Kent. 
Shft dcsirtrsprayers for thciwulHof Dame Elitabelh Uewknor. riionuw Hoo, Esq., John ofCod>mK 
the elder, and John of Oxlyng the younger. Slie leaves her nephew Ihomas Iloo, bw|.. the 
mam ir of Southyc. She also refers to Sir William h yiieux. 

37 A bend sinister, on a canton a leopard’s face. . , • ., 

Scarlett, fol. a gives the colour ol the bend as or. A., tol. 39^ gives colours sa., a Und stnistn 

C, W.7,ond H..fol. M.both be,.d .kxlCTami 

put the canton in tlie sinUu i. They give no colours, but arid q. Isaac ol Kent . 

W. blazons as A., but makes the face ami assigns to Isaac He copies fiom l lasUd 
various statements about the Isaacs, who no iloiibt owned a considerable proiimy in 
Beakslmumc. and Patneksbourne. though their name does not ap,^.r m die list of 
paid aid to knight the Black Prince m 20 Edw. 111 . A variation of the coat is at nos. 42 and 43. 
and it is curious ihat Hasted omits to notice liiat dm bend is always sinister. 

38. Archbishop Courtenay. 

.Ah fol. 3l^^ c . c 

Here the crosses on the pall are patty ntchy. bee no. 5 

3g, Archbishop Arundel (as no. 14). 

' ‘ A lul 20* C fol- 7, and Ha., fol. 14, omit the bordurc. 

VV. says as no."12, which it l.s not. for Imre is a bordure engrailed, and the crosses on the pale 

are patty lilchy. 

40. A talbot sejant, a bordure engrailed. 

^ .V. fol. 29Volours the field saldf and the dog and bordurc argrnt. C.. lol. 7, asenbes to Simon 

’Sons It’ wUhm a hordutr 0,graded arg., and ascribes to Su^u^t 

^ nos 211 and 316. U is remarkable that in no rase in the cloisters, and, 

if W no ca«r in the olholral. do these arms occur Impaled by the sec. but it 

1 ^‘n that tl« gan.n .1 aacriptim. of them to Archbishop Sudbury ,s correct. 

41. Three crescents. 

W jTir^r/ia ol! Md’i^nbM to Mmlinj. Ho states timt the family was of Dover. 

and w^Vtated to the most emin^m t^ 

Mouyn no Edw. 11 t.L . 3441 , buying Und 

&mlctl' fo“a''A..'’fo''^“ C^TonVHa..'rol.?ndrcvr as it llti- canton u 4 s 'chatgcsl with 

’ ’^V°bhrTs»"‘t;o 47, btn makes the crescents#n*s. and inadvertemfy makes the face^tf-r 
W “"mad o///«r mrd. tic ascribes tn Isaac, ami no doubt it is a variant dlHerenccd to 

indicate a branch, but whicli branch it is impossible at pmsent to drtcimire. 
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1.^. No. 6.S. impuiiu^ no. 42. 

Scarir.ii, fol. »*•, draws iho ch^Ton as l>4'lwrcn ducks’ 

•leads. A., fol. 29’’, makes ilivm lions' hcad.s; aiu| VV„ 
misled l>v Scarlett, <Iescribti; them us birds’ heads. 

4 t. (?) I'wo bars. 

VV. blazons /aw tuirs anti ascribes to Jttbn 
Koxlcy, Constable of Quecnborttugli Casllt*. 

The shield is now almost entirely tlefacctl. See no. 1.^;^. 

45. Not found. 

W. describes as no. 19, and calls it Archbishop Bccket 
('OMI'ART.MnXT 11. 

46. On a chcvrrtn three lis. 

A., fol. a8'’. gives field as fol. 7 I la., fol. i.j. 

VV. bta/.ons ^»«. ; on a dmfoii arq., thn-f Jhurs tie hs 
«w. imd ascribes to Cobham. 

In the Kent Koll (printed in Nates and Querity, 5th 
series, iii, 3441 the shield is ascribed to Sir Thomas Cob- Shidtt niv 43, 

liain, and see Atxh. Cant, xv, 15. 1 he shield occurs again 

at no. 179, close to nos. and 168. which show other sldelds of Cobhum. the common feature in 
all being a c/rryA-oii. M r. J C. Waller i^y.s {Arch. Cant, xi, 56) that Sir John de Cobham, the judge 
who died m 1300. was the first who changed the Cobham arms by substituting on the chtwrtm. 
for the hs tfiwre, Kona rampant Wt/c. But possibly- this was only a dilTcrence. as the shield with 
the hs still appeared m the Kent Roll 11317-37) and the Parliamentary Roll (laTa-i-wi) In 

‘j'f, ‘•cplacctl the lis in the shield of Cobham 

of Sterborough . while Cobham of R undale continued to u.se the lis. as the coat of on n thrvron 
or, threehssa.. IS in Hut wu.do^ of Netticstead Church foradaughter of that houi>. While then 
he field rcniamcd ^ways and the chevron or, the charges 4'aried with the diffcn-ni houses' 

but 'Vttru alu^ys W*. « no oulhorily quounl l.y Mr. W.II.T to show II,«the lU mre" w 

of Blackhurgh differenced with eagles; Cobham of Chiifford with cros.slets; and 
Cobham of Beiiincle with crescents. '-•oi.'yico,. 

Sec also Sir William Hope's Stallplates, etc,, no. xxxii, 

47. 'J en Heur.s tie Its. 

&^riell. fol. ff-. A. fol. C.. fol- 7, and Ha., fol. ,4, both * .p Kulke Peyfor^r ’ 

Vf. blazons ten /curs dc Its tu.Jour, three, two, and one He adds that Fulke Pevforer 
shenff, 43 lien. HI. was burn^ in the church of the Grey Friai^ Canterbury. In 21 hMw. I 

by tlic death of Ralph tie Fsling, the Pcjfonrrs became |M)siscs5cd of die manor of Easlling bv 
dc.soeni from Inn daughter and heir. i:.a5uing i»j 

The Pe.N'forei^ bore the hs aiA/c, while tltc Polyns bore ihcm acwrr. Both families more 
usually liore hs and not ten, The Ixnhams of Leiiham also Imir six lis. The Pevfmc^ 

were exi.net ^forc the reign of I lenry IV. w that if this shield .3 theirs ,t suggests their con 
nexion with Cobham and Barrey tmx ^ " 

48. Ermine, a bend \ airy. PI. .KXXV'II, fiij. ii. 

Scarlett, lol. 8\ omits the ermine. A., fol. 28^* C., fbl. 7 and Ha fr»l * < 

Apulderfeld of Challock, ’ 

W blMon, ,, /W twrt, »,.<l ascribci t„ Ap,ildcrfi, ld without wmmmt, 

Hh,l,|,ot .n I,„ church u«o» Kent ,1 Ur|. MS. 3917) records in „ window lo Wotv Churcl, 

rr.„,«r.hr.,,/ truer .«• u/rrff w,ll, u,Kl.,mc.th thU insori,,„on ; Johfj Dr apulOttfr^ ilcS 
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C-, fol. 40, records the simc co«t in Challock Church. 

This coat is, no doubt, 111.11 of Apulderfield of Challock. They seem to h-tyc been a younger 
branch of Uu><e of Cowdham, and bore a bend vairy or ami guUs to dislinj'ui.sh them from Uk; 
branch of Uie family of L>-n»iead who lK)rc a fess vairy of those colours. 


40 - 


Three bells. 

Scarlett, fol. 8". A., fol. -21^ C. fol. 7, and Ha., fol. show a canton ermine, and say 
•q. Porter’. 

W, blaaons srt., ihrtv IteUs atji^., and says one o| the family of Porter was carver to Henry V, 


and captain of Vemon in Normandy. ^ 

In 1314 Henr>’ le Porter and his wife Julian bouj;dd property in Canterbury (Feel of rines, 
7 Edw, II, no. 2671. and ilir nsuiic constantly occurs in fines about property in Canterbury after 

that. 


50. Courtenay: on each point of the label three crescents. 

A, fol. 28, tiraw.s the crescents as roumhrls or annulets. C, fol. 7. and Ha., fol. 14, omit the 
clwrgcs on the points. 

W. incorrectly says as no. 10. . , . , , , r-u u 

C. fol. 38. notes thi.s coat, the crescents being as in the windows of Maulsione Church. 

Papworth, p. 1049. gives this ci>at, the crescents iK'ing ot, for Sir Hugh Courtney, citing the 
roll of Calais bannerets printed by Mores, 1749. 

51. An ineseutcheon and a quarter sinister. PI. XXXI 11 , fig. O- 

Scarlett, fol. 8". A., fol. 28». C., fol. 7. and Ha., fol. 14, draw the quarter as Ucsler. 

W. describes incorrectly. 

All attempu to trace this extraordiiiaiy coat have failed 

53. A chevron vair or vairy between three crown.s. PI. XXX\T, fig. 8. 

A., fol. aa C., fol. 7, and Ha., fol. 14, omit to indicate the vair. 

W. blozon.ijt.'w., <1 cbrx>roii ;w>r iairr ihrtt crowns or, and ascribes to Folinan. 

There is no reason why ihLs sliould be the coat of Folman. and it may equally be ascribed to 
the family of Mayhew, who bore a coat as blazoned by W. That family has been long coiinecual 
willi Kciiu Sunon Mayhiewe and Alice his wife appear in a fnH' of limd.>» in SiUingboumc anti 
Milstead in 1386 (Feet of Fines, 9 Rich. II, no.5141. 

53. A fes.'i bct^veen si.x fieurs de lis. PI. XXXIX, fig. 3. 

A., fol. a8 C., fol. 7, and 1 la., fol. 14. * q. Barrey *. 

W. arfi„ fi fess iiiier fax flrttrs tic Us sa. Bairey. 

The family of B.irrev had property in Seungton, and were ol siamliiig m the county. They 
atlopted sable lis like the Peyform^. Richarti Hamcy was lieutenant of Dover Ciwtle icntf>. 
I lenry 1 V, und this is probably his shield. It occurs again nos. 502,5^ (.n crescent for difference), 
ami i3Man annulet for dilTcrencei. 

C., fol. 4, notes in Millun Cliorch by Siitingbourne a co.*!! of 0/7*., a Jess /fit. bctxeen stx its 
sa:, which coirecLs W.’s blazon. 


51. ’I’hrcc chevrons between three buckles. 

A,fol.a8. c.,f*>l. 7. Ha., fol. 14- .... .. ... 

W. in hih margin draws the buckle, not vciy correctly. He gives no blazon or inscnption. 
This shield occurs on the stone frame of the iron gates leading to the north aWc «»f the choir. 
A careful examination of that, though it is not much more distinct tlian tile .shield in the rlowters, 
leads to lln* conviction tlial Uic objects are buckles and not letters, M. The shield has not at 
prestml been identified. 
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55. Scmfe of crosslets fitchy and three crescents. 

A., foI.sS. C- foL8, and Ha., fitl. 15, lioth ijivr ihc field 
aE so/t/^ and ihe charges as argent, 

W. bta2on.s m'hut </ww n'OfJch, thrtf orsrrnfs or, 
and ascribes to Gomey, I le omits to notice that the cross- 
Icu are jife/ty, and he gives no rca.s«>n tor his ascriptlnn. 

It seems most fikcly that the shield Ts that of Sansnver 
of TramhtUch in Charing. Thai manor seems to have be¬ 
longed to the Herts of Faversham, and HliralK-tii. daughter 
of Robert Ilert, married first Sarisaver and secondly 
Spigumell. This shield apitcars on the seal of Elizabeth 
Spigm-ndl, 1390. If this is the coat of Sansiver, the field 
is more usually aznrr than as given in C. 

56. A plain coal three roundels, a label 

of* three. 

A., fol. aa 

W., a plain coat fw/to/m" Courtenay. 

It is possible that in this l oinpartm’ent the blank sliicld 
was to have been caned with Cobliam, to show the maid) 
between John de Cobitam (the founder) and Margaret Courtenay,daughter of Hugh Earl of Devon. 

57. l*vot found. 

W. describes as a fcs.s engrailed between three i:astles. 

None of Ute manuscripts gives such a coat, and it h probably a inisdc.scription of no. 77. 

5a A castle quartering two bars nebuly. Pi. XLI fiff. it. 

A., fol. 27^. * 

VV. blazons quarterly’, i and 4. or, a casiU as.; 2 and 3, Sarry uehuly of six, or aud sabte; 
and considers that it is Sanchet <putrirrivg Blount. 

It .scenw monr prr.ibablc that the shield is Oldcaslle quartering Dclapole, Sir John OldcasUe 
niamed Joan Dclapole, granddaughter of Sir John dc Cobham. She ^^“35 heiress both of her 
father and her grandfather, and her fourth husband was Sir John Oldcastle, whose arms were 
ttrg., o tastir sa. 'Hiis coat is quartered by Cobham of Cobham at no. 379. The arms of Sir 
John de la 1 ole, the lad^ s father, were as., two hars nebuly or, and these arms app«::ar <»n her 
brass, still at Cobliara. On some bder brasses at Cobham the coat of the younger branch of 
Dclapole (as at no. 160) for some reason appears (see Arch. Cant, xi, p. 107). ' 

Sir John Oldcasde niamirif Juan Dclapole m 1409, and wa.'t in serious trouble with the 
ortliixlox in 1413 so that it is improbable that his coat would have appearcti in (lie cloisters after 
that date. He was burnt in 1417. He is not mentioned, nor do his arms appear on his widow’s 
brass. He was summoned to Parliament, and dc.ncril>es himself as Ford Cobham. This rvas 
lure oiort<. and IS the reason why in no. 379 the Cobham of Cobham coat U placed in tin* first 
quarter. 

59. Vcrc 91s no. 16). 

A,, fol. 37 . C., fol..8* and Ha., fol 15, do not show the mullet as pierced, 

60. A cros.s ongrailetl. 

C., fol. 8 Ha., fol. 15, assigns to Hawte. 

W. Ida/ons A^ arg., a crass engnuled gu., and assign-s to llic Dalingrigges, who ov\7iccl the 
manor of Uurlcigh m Channg. 

The pnncipal KenUsh family wlio Imre an engrailed cross was that of l Juutc* 0/ u t/wss 
mgraiLeagu, ' 
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Oi. Per chevron three gouUes, in chief a cresc<int. 

A. fol. colours the gouttes in chief «nd crescent «8 or, C., fol 8, aiul lla., fol..rs &‘''e 
coloure /krr (Acervn urg. and sa., thro gouttes countmltangud. No colour given to ilic crescent. 

W. bl^ns per <h^H arg. and sa., in thiej hoo guti^e, in base a cross crosUl coanUr- 

change^ had not blundered in the description he woiikl have know-n it was Crosby. See no. 256. 

62. As no. 7. 

A„ foLsT*. C,, fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. saN'S as no. 26: SL Edmund. . „^ 

it may be noticed how the shield in sinister base has fiecn cut so thin that the nb o! the 

vaulting shows. 

63. Ermine. 

A., fol. 37“. C. foLS. Ha., fol 15, 

W, assigns to Brittany. 

Here the rib nins into the chief (ef. no. 62). •■k* 

Scarlett at fol. 4 notes in the Chapter Hou.se in his coat armour Joannes Durwuxd (?t. the 

arms being ermine. The name unfortunately is quite illegible. W„ p. 155. pruius it as Dumv> d . . . 

64. Three roundels, a label of three, on each point a lozenge 

A fol 38. c., fol. 8v and Ha., fol 15. omit the lo/enges. 

W. blazons nr. Mm- torteaux; on a label of three points a.« many lozenges arg., and assigns 
to Courtenay. ITicrc is, however, only one lozenge. 

65. Ermine, a bend engrailed. PI. XLl, fig. 1. 

A., fol 38. C., fol 8 Ha., foL tS- , 

W aives no colour, and docs not assign the shieiil. .. , , 

W iSy^iWy be iiilcnded for Kerainghem. though the html is not usuaUj' ongratled (sec 

no. 81). 

66 . A cross. 

W.blL^ns^.fo ^ arg., and assigns to Sleplicn dc Warden temp. 

Henrv III whose daughter and coheir married Heniy Cobham of Kundalc. ^ 

^ other shields in Uiis compartment are connected with the Cobhams, the ascripUon is quite 

probably right. 

67. Two chevrons and a quarter. 

A., fol.ua C..fol.a Hn.. fol.t5.>ssignsto Kenel 

W blazons or. tw<} chevronels and a tfuancrgu., lor t-noi. i. u r a u 

TIiVmL of the great hniilv of Criol or Keriol trere in the window, of the ohurch of Ash 
n,.,i ^dSh UrTblnron given by W. C,fot. a, notes there one of the (amily in Ins ulwrd 
S ar^ xlley had property in various parts of Kent. A full account of them will bo found ,n 

/<C«m« i>/AV»/.byJ. R Ptache. 1864. vwimit c o 

68 . A Chevron between three 

A., foL 27^ draws as lions' heads, and so do C., fol. 8, and I la.. foL 15. 

six nos. 23 and 43, and compare no. 307. 

69. rhrec arrows erect, points down 

-d ascribe, to Urics of the 

VOI.. I-XVI.' V 
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nungwii, near Canterburj*. and of Hales Plaec, HHiduii. He adds >hat Sir Roben Hales was 
luird Prior of St, John of Jerusalem and Lord Treasurer U'mp. Richard II. 

The family of Hales has licen connected with the county till quite recent times. When the 
cloisters were erected their principal seat was ai Haldcn, and they did not come to the Dungeon 
till a much later pcricMl. 

70. Three roundels, a label of three, on each point a rose or cinquefoil. 

fol. nrf, C., 161 . 8. ahd Ha., fol. 15, omit the cinquefoils. 

W. blaaons or, Ihrff torierntx, on n loM of thrt points rtc. as many onnntcts nr/*., and ascribes 
to Sir Peter de Courtenay, K.G. 

The ascription would no doubt be right if they were annulets, but they arc not. 

71. A chevron engrailed between three roses. 

Scarlett, fol. g. A., fol. 28. C., fol. 8. II., fol. 15. 

VV. describes the chevron as voided. He was misled by the habit of this sculptor of hollow¬ 
ing out the centres of his ordinaries ; as an example of this habit reference may be made to the 
cross engrailed in the well-known coat of Bourchier as rendered at no. 93, 

72. A chevron between three chess-rooks. 

A., fol- 27. C., fol. 8, giv-fs colours arg,, a (htvron bttwrtn thno rJtess-rooks sa., and names 
'q. Anlcbic Ha., fol. 15, the same, but he copies Anlebre for Anlebie. 

VV, draw's the chess-rook in his maigiii. 

Mere again the chcvmn is hollow’cd out and ridged. The ascription in C. of the*coat as 
coloured to .Anleby of Yorkshire is Justified by Papworth, p. 406, who oLso assigns it to Rokde. 

73. A fess bctw'cen three escallops. 

A., fol. 27, C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

It may be suggestt-d that this is the sliidd of St. Lo, a family connected witli tlie Courtenij's 
and the Beaumontsi, who bore gn., a fess l^ctiveen three escaUops arg. It occurs again nos. 

270, 281, 332, and There Ls in / attimenta I'etusta (Nicolast h will dated 1411 of Margaret 
Courtenay, I.ariy St. I-o. She died after her husband) John St. Lo. The rib of the fess is here 
very marked, but not so marked in the work of another can’er In nos. 270, 284, and 332, 
where Uie fess almost looks as if cotised. In no. 510, the work of yet another sculptor, the less 
is absolutely Hat. 

74. A bend engrailed. 

A., fol. 27. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15, 

VV . blazons arg., a bend engrailed jru., for Colcpeper. 

This sculptor .suggests the curve of the shield by giving a slight curve to the l>end. 

The coat occurs again nos. loo, 247, 620, and 630, and sc\’eral times in compartment 29, 
though unnoticed by WL It is quartered by Hardreshull at no. 216. John Colepcper was one of 
Archbishop Courtenay's legatees. 

75. Courtenay differenced with three lis on cadi point of the label. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A., fol. 27 

W. blazons a.s Courtenay, a label of France. 

In Scarlett’s account (fol. 7) of the windows of the Archbishop's Hall in Canterbury he gives 
the colour of the lis as argent. It is pos.sibIe that they were dcrivwl from the shidd of the 
Hollands. Hugh de Courtenay married Maud, <laughter of Thomas Holland. This Hugh w’as 
son of the archbishop’s ddest bmihcr Hugh. Both the Hughs died before tlic second Earl of 
Devon, and so did not succeed to that title. The old coat of Holland was az., sem^e de lis, a iiou 
rampant guardant arg. 
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76. Vere (as no. 16, but the mullet is not pierced). 

A., fol. 27. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

77. A fess engrailed between three garbs; on the fess a crescent. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A., fol. 27^ colours the garbs ^4/es and crescent or, but does not indicate any 
other colours. C., fol. 7, and Ha., fol. 14, show the fess not engrailed. 

W. blazons ^u., on a fess engrailed, inter three garbs arg., a crescent sa., and assigns to Schepey, 
but does not give his authority. 

The shield is that of Kelsham of Kelsham in Headcorn, and was, according to C. (fol. 40), in 
the church there impaling both Fitzjohn and Tenton. The manuscript does not record the 
colours, but Philipot in his Villare Cantianum (London, 1659), p. 183, says that the arms were 
sa., a fess engrailed arg., between three garbs or. 


78. As no. ( 3 o. 

C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. . 

W. blazons arg., a cross engrailed sa., which Hasted has misled him into ascribing to Lorby. 
That family bore arg., a saltire engrailed sa., and not a cross. Robert de Corby acquired it by 
grant from Robert de Morley, 6 Jan., 22 Edw. III. Robert de Morley says in the grant that the 
right to these arms came to him by inheritance after the death of Mons. Baldwin de Manoires. 
The grant is printed in Camden’s Remains (fifth edition, 1637, p. 219). 

79. A saltire counter embattled, in chief an escallop. 

Scarlett, fol. 9, omits the escallop. A., fol. 27’’. 

This coat occurs four times in the cloisters; here and at nos. 334, 350, and 694. In no. 323 
the escallop is charged with an annulet. The coat without the escallop is at nos. 341, 342, 698, 
and 706. 

80. A chevron between three crosses moline. 

A., fol. 27. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. -u . 1 k f ^ 

W. blazons arg., a chevron gti., inter three crosses moline sa., and ascribes to Wyke, but does 

not give any reason for so doing. . • /-u u t r-i » 

This shield is on the brass of William Gulby, ob. 1439, m Orpington Church. In Glover s 
Ordinary it is blazoned az., a chevron or, between three crosses moline arg. The coat occurs again 
at nos 118 and 210. No. 118 is probably by the same carver, but no. 210 is by another, who 
makes the chevron look almost as if voided, and his crosses are carved much smaller, so that 
the shield is not so well filled. 


81. Ermine, a bend. 

A„ fol. 27. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. blazons ermine, a bendgu., and ascribes to Isley. 

The shield as blazoned by W. was, according to C. (fol. 38), in the windows of Maidstone 
Church and is the shield of Frenyngham or Farningham. A member of this family, John de 
Frenyngham was a stockfishmonger of London, and bought a good deal of property in Kent. 
In 1340 (Feet of Fines, 14 Edw. Ill, no. 469) he was buying land at Farningham. Another John 
de Frenyngham, possibly his son or grandson, was taking a leading position in the county 
towards the end of the fourteenth century. He was one of the executors of Archbishop 
Courtenay. The Isleys eventually succeeded to the Frenyngham property as heirs of entail, and 
quartered this coat. Their own was ermine, a fess gu., which does not appear in the cloisters. 
Among the blocks prepared by Mr. Streatfeild for his projected history of Kent (now in the 
possession of the Society of Antiquaries) is one of a seal of John de Frenyngham, 49 Edw. Ill, 
reproduced in Arch. Cant, iii, pi. v, no. i, and another of a seal of John Isili, 25 Edw. Ill {ibid., 
pi. iii, no. 4I. 
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82. A cross l^ehvecn twelve crosses crosslct fitchy. 

A., fol. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. bla/ons,^., a trtas ar^., inUtr txntdve cross rmsUts fitchw or, anil a.Viigns to Brockhull of 
Sainvood, who sheriff 2 £dw. Ill, and married Ida, the daughter of John Kirriel or CrioL 

W. is not quite accurate. Thomas de Brockhull was sheriff 6 and 7 Edw, 111 . But it is not 
necessary to ai>sign this shield to .so early a member of the family. Ii seems more likely that it 
is for Thomas Brookhill, whose brass y'ct remains with these very amw in the north aisle of Salt- 
wtHKl Church. He died in 1437, and, judging from the shield which remains in the slab, he married 
Joan FYneux, She \vas burierl in (^jierbury Cathedral, and not her husband as suggested by 
W. It is to be.obserN'ed that a careful examination of the shield on the brass shows that W. is 
correct in assigning diflcrenl colours to the cross and to the crosslets. as the cross only is 
prepared to receive the while metal for and the crosslets are left plain for or. In com¬ 

partment 13 is a aliidd (A.’*) not recorded by W,, which shows this coat with the cross engrailed, 
a difference probably ado|>tcil by the other branch of the family of Calehill in Liale Chart, which 
is confirmed by the feoffment of the property there to John Darell, which is sealed with such 
a coat. 

83. A fess between three (?) cups, on Uie fess n mullet pierced. PI. XXXVII, % 3. 

Scat leu, foL 9, draws these objects as bells, C., fol. 8, and Ha., fol. 15, do likewise, and al{«> 
omit the mullcL A., fol. 27. 

W, blazons arg^ on a fess iuter three acorn caps ac., a mallet or, and assigns to Athtill, but 
gives no reason for ^ doing. 

84. A chevron bet^veen three j>ears. 

A., fol. 27*- C., fol. 8. Hy,, fol. 15. 

W. blazons sa., a cIiet>ron utter three heads o/gaHk arg., and a!;$igns to a well-known Kentish 
iamily of Garwinlon. 

The arms appear to be m„ <i chevron arg, hetween three pears or, for Orchard. 

C 0 MPART.MKNT 12. 

85. A cross patty between three crowns. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A., fol. 26. C., fol 8. Ha., fol. 16. 

W blazons git,, a cross pattee utter three croons or, and assigns to Langham, without giving 
any autiuirity for go doing. 

86. Courtenay ; on each point of the label three gouttes. 

A., fol. 27. 

W, blazons or, three toiieatt.x, a label of three points a::,, each charged with as manv gttliee arg,, 
and assigns to Courtenay. 

1 his, according to Scarlett ifol. 7), was in the ArclibLshop’s Hall with the gouttes argent. 

87. Archbishop (’ourtenay (as at no. 38). 

A., fol. 37. (!., fol 8. Ha., fol. 15, 

88. Engayne (as no. 30). 

A., fol. 27. C., fol. B, and Ha., fol. 15, draw the crosslets as billets. 

W, blazons the fess and crosslets argent, and assigns to Watevile, but givcs.no reasons for 
so doing. 

The coal is that of Engayne (see no. 30). 

89. A .saltire charged with a mullet (pttaricrhig t\ cross flory, 

K, fol. 27; C., fol. 8; and 11 a., foL 15, all omit the mullet 

W. blazons a saltire arg,, a MW</iWzn., quartering .4^1/., a rross paionce or. and assigns to 
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John Neviil, Lord Latimer of Danby, [only] son of John Lord Nevdl of Raby, by ^ ^-cond 
irife, Klizabeth, daui;ltler [and heir] of William Lord Utimer. Summoned to Parliament 

^ Hen. IV. and died 9 Hen. VI, $,/>, j • u n . 1/ 

' It will be ob.servcd that this John Lord Utimer {Jure Matns) dilTcrenccd with a mullet 

wltile his elder brother (of the half blood) Thomas Lord Fumival (>« uxoris) differenced with 

a martlet of that colour, seen in no. 91. 

ip. Barry <»f six, a label of five. 

A., fol. 26?*, shows a label of three. C., fol, 0 . Ha., fob 15. 

VV. blazons han/e of six arg. andaz .,« faM of five pints gii., ••md assigns to Grey. 

. In S- assigned to M. Henry Grey dc Wilton. 

91. On a saltire a martlet. 

A., fol. 26\ C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. ^ . 

W. blazons as no. ^ and tlic martlet w/i/r. and assigns to Ihomas Ne\all. Lord fumival. 

See nos. 89 and 779 This Lord Fumival died 1406-7. 

02. In chief two mullets pierced, in base a bird. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A., fol. 26\ C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. .... 

W blazons per chrvron sa. ami arg., in chief two mutlets pierced, m base a bird, and assigns to 
Hurenden of Plurenden in Woodchurch, which manor by an heiress came to Engham. 

There is no indication of per dttvron on the shield. C . foL 36. notc-s the shield as blazoned 
bv W the charges being eounterchanged, a-s in Nonnington Church, where the Enghams had 
pj^rty. It may be suggested, however, that the shield in the cloisters is for SL Gregorys 
Priory in Canterbury, in which case the bird would be a becket. 

93. A cross enj^ailcd between four water bougets. 

W Into-four mitr Mgth M.. and ascribes to Bourebicr. 

ThisS ™ • be for Sr Joha'f^U «1 Boun.ldcr, K.G died 1,00, or for h.s »o Bartbo- 
lomew, who died 1409, whose daiigliter carried the barony to Stafford (see no. 391). 

04. A fess chequy het^veen six crosses patty (? filchy). 

A fol. a6\ does not show the fitchy. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 16, a-ssigns to Botclcr. 

W blazons gn., a fess chequee arg and sa., inter six crosses pke fitc^ m Uie foot, or, and 
assigns to Thomlis de Fav.:n;ham. ‘justiciarius*, who owned the manor of Graveney, wdiicli was 
afterwards held in 1408 by John Btililler in right of his wife. He appears to have adopted her ai-ms. 

U b obser%-ed. howeVer. that these w.-re the arms of Boieler of Wemme at a m^h earlier 
dale and there is a good deal of doubt as to wliai were the arms of dc Faversham. The manu¬ 
al bts are somewh!ra.nnicting. and there is the difficulty that Borg^ or Bur^ bom a very 

• -I Ari h Cant xi -mt. The better opinion seems to be that dc Faversham bore 

chWand none ip base This COM may aibr^d by Borges. Philipo. in 

to cl arch noto (Ilarl, MS. w- 7 ) rocr,r^ at fol. 65 » Gravenoy C hnrch the anna of do b avciv 
him in the cast window of the north chancel as being org., n/arr e^ny or mid g,,., an,! m <k,^ 
r*™ ermrUr gu. I> seems almost certain that in dm clomteis the crosses arc not fitehy. The 
Slpl'Tte e^e<l crosses patty and adorned tt.e end of each am of tt.c crosses by btUe spikes. 
And see 786. John BoUler was a le.gatee of Archbishop Courtenay. 

o< Ouartcrlv: (0 and (4) an orle; (J) and (3) a less between tliiee crescents. 

A fol ah'*. C., foL 8. I la., fol. i6, r • / x, 

W hl-^cms ajiartrrlyUl andU) or, an orle as., (a) and u) arg., a fess niter tbrrr crescents gu., 
and a;sd™rmKS;rtf tort,n Ogk of Dotball In , Hem IV he entaiW the cast c and manor 
of Bolhall. which had come to him from liis mother, the daughlct and heir of Sir Robert 
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Bertram of Bothall on the heirs male of his body, on condition that they bore the name of Ogle 
with lhe«i* quartered arms. 

The coal occurs again no 791, close to no 786, which resembles 00. 94 ui this compai tmenL 

96. Ermine, a chief. 

A., fol. 26, draws the chief qiiaitcriy ur nwif*M., in thr first tfuartrr an unnuUtf>u,, anil against 
the lower part of the shield writes * mesuitur (Sfc) nam oblitcrabaturC., fol. 8, draws the chief 
quarterly. I la., fol. 16, dues likewise. 

W. blazons as., a chief etvtitu, and ascribes to Scyliard. 

There i« no trace now of the quarterly dixnsions in the chief which would make the coal that 
of St. Nicliolas, of the Isle of Thatiet, or of the Pekhams of VV'rotham. Without the quarterings 
and with the chief git/cs, the coat may be that of Morteyn. 

97. A lion rampant. 

A., fol. a6. C., fol. 8. Ila., fol. 15, blazonso lion rampant arg^ and ascribes to Mowbray. 

W. adopts the same blazon and ascription. 

This is the first of a magnificent scries uf renderings of single lions rampant which are found 
in the cloisters. The variation in the work of the various sculptors is inicresung to trace. For 
convenience of reference the numbers of ten of such shields air here collected. They are nos. 
408. 444, 457,484, 491, 533, 551, 643, 775, H to 

98. Barry nebuly of si.\, qiuirterhig a lion rampant guardant. 

A. fol. ab**, ilraN^'s the quancred coat a.s enntnt, a lum rnmpaat. 

C., fol. 8, oniiLs die lis, as docs Ma., fol. 16. 

W. blazons quarterly (/J and tnurt^ nrhulre of six, oranJgu., iz) atuUj) az,, stttule de lu, a 
lion rampant ganrdant arg., and ascribes to John l.ovcl, whose mother wa.s Maud, cousin and 
heir of Sir Robert Hollund, which John had summons to Parliament till 1414, when he died. 

W. is not quite accurate, for Maud was gnunjiiaughter and heir of Robert, the second Baron 
Holland (died 13731, being daughter of his eldest son, who diet! before hi.s father, She carried 
the barony to her husband, John, ninth Baron Level of Tichmersh, who died 1408. Her son, 
the tenth baron, died in 1414, having married Eleanor, daughter of Lord Zouche of Ilaiyngwoith 
(nee no. 401), 'lliat John Lord LoveJ and his wife Maud w'ere munificent donors to the Cathe¬ 
dral works appears by the fact that their effigies were in the windows of the Chapter House. 

99. On a chief, two mullets pierced 

A., fol. 26**. C., fol. 8. 11 a., fol. 16, ascrib(*.s to SC John. 

W. blaxons «trg,, on a chief as., tsw mullets or, pienedgu., and ascribes to John l.ord Clinton 
who had inherited the manor ol Folkestone from William Clinton, Earl of Huntingdon. 

As J“hn Lord Clinton died in 1397 it is probable that this shield is for Ids grandson and heir. 
Sir William, summoned as Lord Clinton from 1399 to 143a 

loa CoIepei>er (its no. 74). 

A-, fol. 26\ C., fol. 8 . Ma., fol. 16. 

W, blazons arg„ a haul engrailed gu., and assigns to Chidcrofl of Lamberhurst 

That lamily was quite extinct, it would seem, at the time when the cloisters were erected, and 
it is mure probable Uut thit^ coal is Uiat of one of the Colepepers, who quite possibly’ derived it 
from a Chidcrofi alliance. 

lOT. .Six CSCilllops. 

A, fol. 26". C.,fol.a Ila.. fill. lb. 

W. blazons six escallops arg., three, hoo, undone, and a-scribes to Scales. 

Robert Lord Scales, summoned to Parliament from 1396 to 1400, was son ol Roger Lord 
Scales, by Joan, daughter and heir of John de Northwood. He liad a sister Katherine, married 
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to Sir Arnold Savage, the younger, of Bobbing, and the canopy of Sir Arnold’s brass at Bobbing 
is semee of escallops. C., fol. 22, notes an effigy of the Lord Scales in a window in Ashford 
Church. 

102. A lion rampant, tail forked. 

A., fol. 26. . • . r* L 

W. blazons a lion rampant, queue forchee, ermine, and ascribes to Sir Thomas Cawne, whose 

monument remains in Ightham Church, and is illustrated by Stothard, p. 59 ’ 

There is no ermine on this shield, and as Sir Thomas died before 1377 there is little reason 
for finding his arms in the cloisters. The coat of Burghersh gu., a lion rampant, tail forked 
or, and there is every reason to think this is the coat of one of that family (see no. 674). 

103. A cross engrailed, in fess point a rose. PI. XL, fig. 13. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A.,fol. 26''. C, fol. 8. Ha., fol. 16. re- h 

W. blazons or, on a cross engrailedgu., a cinquefoil arg., and ascribes to a son of Sir Edmund 
Haute, whose sepulchral stone in the nave of the cathedral had arms on it exactly like those 

above, and the date 1408. ... „ . t'u . 

The so-called cinquefoil is clearly a rose. This shield is on a brass at St. Lawrence, 1 nanet. 
C. (fol. 41) notes these as the arms of Elizabeth, daughter of Edmund Havyte, who married 
Nicholas Manston, Esquire (no. 512). Edmund Haute, who died in 1408, by will left ^lo to the 
church, and desired to be buried in Christ Church at Canterbury, ‘ where the Prior of the same 
shall please ’. 

104. A chief ermine. 

A., fol. 25^ C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. says‘as no. 96’, but this is not so. 

This may be the coat of Seyliard of Seyliard in Hever, who bore az., a chief ermine. It will 
be noticed how large the chief is, so that the shield almost looks as if it were per fess. Jhe arms 
used by Seyliard were probably derived from the de Hevers. One of the charters of Cumbwell 
Priory is a grant c. 1200 of William, son of Walter de Hever, with a beautiful seal, showing an 
ermine chief. It is illustrated in Arch. Cant., vol. vi, at p. 210. 

105. Billety, a lion rampant. 

A., fol. 25”. C., fol. 8, and Ha., fol. 16, mistake the billets for ermine spots, 
w’. blazons arg., billettee a lion rampant sa., and ascribes to Delaplanche. 

This coat occurs again no. 691; impaled by a cross moline, no. 693, and quartered by that coat 
(nos. 265,325). Compare no. 694, where the billets are difficult to see, and nos. 696 and 697, where 

they are invisible. 

106. A lion rampant, crowned. 

A., fol. 25\ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. -t, r d u, • 't- 

W. blazons purpure, a lion rampant crowned or, and assigns to Pashley of Pashley, m 1 ice- 

hurst, Sussex, who held the manor of Evegate in Smeeth. re-- t l r> ui 

In the List of the Gentry of Kent, printed in Arch. Cant, xi, p. 397, the arms of Sir John Pashley 
are given as purp., a lion rampant or, crowned and armed gu. It may be added that C., fol. 
records a shield of or, a lion rampant sa., crowned arg., in a window of Ickham Church, with the 
name Thomas de Ba underneath. 

107. 108. On a chevron three roses. 

A. fol. 2!;^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. ... 

W. blazons az., on a chevron or, three roses gu., and ascribes to Rossell, but gives no authority 

to support the ascription. ,, t jt u 

The shield is probably that of Sir Robert Knolles, gu., on a chevron arg., three roses gu. He 

was a great benefactor to Rochester Bridge, in the building of which he took a prominent part 
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with Sir John de Cobham. It was finished 15 Rich. II, and of it Hasted could say ‘ this is the 
present bridge, a noble and useful work This does not refer to the one now in existence. Sir 
Robert was duly prayed for in the chapel at the east end of the bridge. He died 8 Hen. IV. 
A full account of him is given in the Dictionary of National Biography. The shield occurs again 
at no. 798. Observe that no. 112 is also in this compartment. 

109. Paly of six. 

A., fol. 25^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. i6. 

W. blazons paly of six, or and sa., and ascribes to Strabolgi, who acquired Chilham Castle by 
marriage with Isabel, coheir of Robert de Chilham. 

This coat was one of the banners on the brass (now mutilated) in Ashford Church to the 
Countess of Athol, died 1375. 

no. A cross and bordure, on the bordure fourteen annulets. 

A., fol. 25^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. says fifteen annulets. 

It is noticeable how the sculptor has rendered the cross so that it almost looks as if voided. 
The shield occurs again at no. 240. 

111. A cross between four leopards’ faces. PI. XLI, fig. 10. 

A., fol. 25^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons sa., a cross arg., inter four leopards' faces or, and assigns to Dover Monastery. 

It is to be observed that Walter Causton was Prior of St. Martin’s, Dover, from 1392, and his 
successor was John Wotton. Both are mentioned in Archbishop Courtenay’s will. 

112. On a chevron between three birds, as many mullets pierced. PI. XLI, fig. 8. 

Scarlett, fol. 9. A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. does not blazon, but points out that, according to Harl. MS. 3917, the arms were once in 
Northfleet Church, on the monument of William Wandeford {d. 1420), and wife Alice. 

The manuscript referred to consists of notes on churches in Kent by Philipot, Somerset 
Herald. The shield of arms in brass was found by Thomas Fisher, F.S.A., c. 1800, under the 
indent of a lady, in the north aisle of Northfleet Church. He carefully notes that the field and 
mullets are white. William Wangford and Eleanor, his wife, were prayed for at the chapel at 
Rochester Bridge, and part of the bridge estates is stated to be ‘ his place at London in Cornhill 
at the Shafte was given and mortyzed by William Wainford to the value of twelve marcs above 
all reprises ’. 

113. A cross crosslet ermine. 

A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. blazons gii., a cross croslet, ermine, and ascribes to Atleese, who held the manor of Sheld- 
wich. The brass of Sir Richard atte Lese, who died in 1394, the last of his family, is in Sheldwich 
Church. He was sheriff 1368, and knight of the shire in 1366. His wife Denis sur\dved him. 
One of the coheirs married a Norton, and the Nortons adopted this coat. 

114. A fret. 

A., fol. 26^ C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. blazons emtine, and ascribes to Sir William de Aynsford, sheriff temp. Henry I. 

There is no trace of ermine, and the Eynsford family had long been extinct in 1400. The 
coat is probably Audley or Maltravers. 

The frets and the fretty in the cloisters vary much with the sculptor. Some, like the present 
one, are simply a fret; others are as clearly fretty; while many can be assig^ned to either, assuming, 
which is not the fact, that there is any difference. The clear frets are nos. 114, 127, 238. The 
clear fretty are nos. 291, 365,390,445, 501, 517. The intermediate stage is illustrated in nos. 389, 
434 . 476, 480. 
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115. A cross, in the first quarter a sword erect. 

A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8, and Ha., fol. 15, both omit the sword. 

W. blazons ci cross in the dexter chief (i sivord erect of the tasty and assigns to the City 

of London. 

It is natural to find the City arms in this compartment with nos. 112 and 116. 

116. Frenyngham (as no. 81). 

A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. blazons ennine, two bendleis, and does not assign to any family. j . 

Following the manuscripts this has been described as a bend. It gives rise to some doubt, 
because the sculptor has so decorated his bend with ridges that it could be described as a bend 
cotised, and as two bends. The probability of its being simply a bend is that it can then be 
assigned to John de Frenyngham, a citizen of London : see no. 81. 

117. A bend, a label of three. 

A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. blazons az., a bend or, a label of three points gti., and ascribes to Scrope. 

The shield of Columbers is sa., a bend or, a label of three arg. That family was closely con¬ 
nected with Kent, and was related to the Cobhams. They were probably, however, extinct 
before 1400. 

118. As no. 80. 

A., fol. 26. C., fol. 8, and Ha., fol. 15, draw as if on a chevron a cross patonce, 

A.'® A cross engrailed between twelve crosslets fitchy. 

Scarlett, fol. 9^ C., fol. 8. Ha., fol. 15. 

W. does not notice. 

See no. 82. 


Compartment 13. 

119. See illustration on page 462. 

A., fol. 24^ describes. 

W. blazons gii., diapered with raised foliage forming three roundels, or; on the first a lion 
rampant arg.; on the second a dragon saliant of the last; on the third in base a denit-king regally 
crowned and vested proper ; and assigns to King Ethelbert, buried at Reculver. 

This same boss occurs at no. 727, and also in the undercroft. A similar shield is on bells in 
Kent. Stahlschmidt, Church Bells of Kent, p. ii. 

120. Not found. W. describes as no. 106. 

121. Three beckets. 

A., fol. 25^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. r . . r 

W. blazons gu., three herons arg., two and one, and assigns to Heron, of the manor ot West 

The birds are very unlike herons, and it is more probable that it is the shield of ,St. Thomas 
of Canterbury: see no. 19. 

122. A bend, a bordure engrailed. 

A., fol. 25»>. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons arg., a bend and bordure engrailed sa., and assigns to Kn3rvet. 

The ascription is probable, as the Knyvetts, r. 1400, held the manor of Newington Belhouse, 
near Hythe. 
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123. Three crescents, a bordure engrailed. 

A., fol. 25’-. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons gu., three crescents org., a bordure engratlcd or, and ascribes to Holowe. 

The same coat, with the bordure ermine, is at no. 602. W.’s ascription is probably derived 
from Glover’s Ordinary, where the shield is stated to be Rauf Holowe, Kent. This is one of the 
numerous variants of Hadlow. The de Hadloes bore three crescents, and possibly the other 
three-crescent coats in the cloisters, nos. 55 and 602, are derivatives from the coat of that family, 
once of prominent position in the county. 

124. Three roses. 

Scarlett, fol. 9'’. A., fol. 25. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons az., three roses or, two and one, and assigns to Cosenton of Cosenton in Aylesford, 
which manor they held from the family of Ros, who bore the same arms differently tinctured. 

This shield is on the brass of John Cossington, 1426, at Aylesford, Kent, a full account oi 
which is in the Trans, of the Monumental Brass Society, vol. vi, p. 295. The shield occurs again 
at nos. 263, 488, and 595. 

125. Courtenay; on each point of the label three roundels. 

A., fol. 25\ C., fol. 9, and Ha., fol. 16, have nothing on the points. 

W. blazons or, three torteaux, two and one, a label of three points az., each charged with as many 
plates, and ascribes to Philip de Courtenaj’, Admiral of the seas towards the south and west, son of 
Hugh second Earl of Dev'on. These arms are on his seal on a deed 15th Feb., 47 Edw. HI. 

In the Society’s collection of seals is one of this Philip, as lord of Powderham, with these 
arms. He was sixth son of the second earl and younger brother of the archbishop. He married 
Margaret, daughter of Sir Thomas Wake. 

126. A chevron between three cauldrons, within a bordure charged with thirteen 
annulets;‘on the chevron a martlet for difference. 

Scarlett, fol. 9**. C., fol. 9, and Ha., fol. 16, both draw the cauldrons as if lions’ heads erased. 

W. blazons arg., on a chevron inter three cauldrons gu., a martlet or; all within a bordure engrailed 
sa., and ascribes to Montboucher. 

The shield is no doubt that of Montboucher, notwithstanding W.’s slip in describing it. The 
shield occurs again at nos. 156 and 226, and in each case the bordure is charged with thirteen 
annulets. The Montboucher coat was originally three pots; then there was added for difference 
a bordure sa., bezanty of Cornwall. Yet a further difference is the chevron found in the cloisters. 
Bertram Montboucher, who died 6th Feb., 1415, had property in Sussex. 

127. A fret quartering ermine, a chevron. 

A., fol. 25. C., fol. 9, omits ermine, as does Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons quarterly: i and 4, gu., a fret or (Audley); 2 and 7, ermine, a chevron gu. (Touchet), 
and assigns to John Touchet, Lord Audley of Heleigh, who died in 1409. 

The family had property at Postling. 

The shield occurs again, nos. 238 and 476. 

128. Three escallops, a bordure engrailed. 

A., fol. 25. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

The arms may be those of William Strickland, Bishop of Carlisle, 1400-19, who bore sa., three 
escallops a bordure engrailed arg. 

129. A cross flory. 

A., fol. 24^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

W. blazons arg., a crossfleuree gu., and assigns to the Brockets of Ebeney in Oxney. 

It is to be observ’^ed that Hasted, vol. iii, p. 547, gives the shield as or, a cross flory sa. 
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130. As no. 60. 

A., fol. 25. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. .DU 

W. blazons or, a cross engrailedgu., for Haute of Hauls place in Petham. 

See no. 78. 

131. A fess between six fleurs-de-lis, on it an annulet for difference. 

A., fol. 24^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. -u t u « 

W. blazons arg., on a fess gu., inter six fleur-de-lis sa., an ««««/<?/, and ascribes to John carrey 

of the Moat in Sevington, sheriff 46 Edw. III. 

It would seem, however, more probable that this should be ascribed to Sir William Karrey, 
who was a younger son. He was sheriff in 1393. Or the coat may be for Richard Barrey, 
lieutenant of Dover Castle, temp. Henry IV. See no. 53. 

132. On a chevron three keys, crowned. 

Scarlett, fol. 8. A., fol. 25. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. , r.t / 

W. blazons arg., on a chevron per pale gu. and sa., three keys erect or, crowned of the last. 

See no. 133. 

133. Three keys, crowned. PI. XXXVIII, fig. 10. 

Scarlett, fol. 9^ A., fol. 24^ 

yU.hXazons gu., three k^s erect or, crowned of the last, two and one. u u* 1.1 

It will be convenient here to collect all that can at present be ascertained about these shields, 
nos. 132 and 133, and the similar shields in the cloisters. No. 133 does not appear again, but six 
keys are at no. 557. No. 132 occurs again at nos. 559 and 795, and with a label of three at nos. 
151 and 556. There is no indication on any of them of any division of the chevron per pale, but 
Scarlett notes in St. Peter’s Church, Canterbury, a monument to Thomas Ikham and his w^ 
Joan, on which appears no. 132 as blazoned by W., and sa., six keys, 3, 2, and i, or. C., fol. 26, 
records both these coatsJn that church. In both manuscripts is noted a memorial to William Ikham, 
citizen and bailiff of Canterbury, who died 25th July, 1424. It is to be observed that they also 
note in this church various coats of Poynings and allied families. See also note to no. 557. 
Hasted, vol. iv, p. 656, collects notices of the good deeds of Thomas Ickham, sacrist of the 

monastery of St. Augustine’s, who died in 1391. 

W. obserx^es, ‘ It is rather curious that the arms above are generally found accompanied by 
those of Poynings, and the crowned key appears to have been used by that family as a badge at 
an early period. On a seal of Sir Michael de Poynings, dat. 33 Edw. HI, is introduced outside 

of the shield a key erect crowned.’ . . „ 

The inference seems irresistible that the family of de Ickham, who no doubt originally canie 
from Ickham, close to Canterbuiy^ settled in St. Peter’s parish under the protection, possibly in 
the serxTce, of the Poynings, and acquiring wealth in trade, and standing by serving the office of 
bailiff of the city, adopted arms containing keys in various arrangements. 

Another point to be noted is that in Jenyn’s Ordinary a shield of gu., three keys erect of", is 
assigned to Sir Walter le Baud of Essex. These are not the usual arms of le Baud, which 
appear at no. 576, but the family of le Baud was connected by marriage with that of Poynings. 

134. A chevron between three merchant’s marks. PI. XL, fig. i. 

Scarlett, fol. 9'’. A., fol. 24\ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. does not give colours or any ascription. 

135. A crown entiled by a sword erect. PI. XXXIX, fig. 1. 

Scarlett, fol. 9'’. A., fol. 24'’. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. gives no colours or ascription. 
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136. A che\Ton engrailed between three garlands. PI. XXXU’, fig. 8. 

Scarlcii, fol 9^ A_, fol. 25. C., fol, 9. Ha., lol. 46. 

W. gives no colours or ascription. 

In Cllover’s On/inary, »i fh^mm hehmn ihrve wreathed chaplets sa., is ascribed to Sir 
Richard dc Hof.» of Kent. Thomas lloo the younger, of the city of Canterijury, was buned in 
the cathedral in t^oy. See no. 36. 

137* Coiirten.ay; on each point ol the label three annulets, over all a bend. 

A., fol. 25. C., foL 9, and Ha., lol. 16, omit the annulets. 

W. hlaxons or, three torteaux, ta/a and otte; a taM of three points, each charged with as many 
annulets arg., overall a bendlcl, anri merely ascribes to CouTtena3% 

In W,'s blu/on the indication azure is omitted after ilie label, and no colour is suggested for 
the bendlet. 

Sir Peter de Courtenay, K.G., sealed with three annulets on each |K»irU of his label, and they 
appear aige$U on his stall-plate, as they do on the stall-plate of his eldeiit brother, Sir Hugh, one 
of the founders of Uie order. Sir Hugh’s only son died p, 1373. and Sir Peter s. p. in i,|o.v 

138. Two lions piissant 

A., fol, 25. C.. fol. 9. Ha., fol. 16. 

VV. bla/on.s treo lions passant arg,, and ascribes to Suange. 

This coal occurs again at nos. 392, 648, 657. In no. 657 it is clearly Strange ol Knockyn. 
1 he shield as blazoned by W. is in S. and in the roll allinled to by Papworth as S., and in 
the Rouen Roll; but (n other rolls the colours are reversed. 

139. Three heckets; in chief, n lion passant guardant. PI. XXXII. fig. 4. 

.A... fol 24_ C, fol. 9. Ha., fol. r6. ' fa ^ 

W. blazons arg, three Comtdt choughs proper, tjvo ami one, on a chief gn,, a lion passant 
ganrdani or, and assipis to tlic city of Canterbury. 

This is an early instance of the city arms, which naturally appear along wiUi those of llie 
cii^ens in this compartment. 1 he arms arc clearly com|>ounded from the aims of St. Thomas 
of Canterbury and the arms of Kngland. 

J40, Three swan.s’ necks erased. 

Scarlett, fol A., fol. 25. C., fol 8, and Ha., lol, i6, draw as eagles* heads. 

W. docs not blazon, and gives no a.scription. 

Yhis shield o^urs again at no. 236. There seems no doubt tJiat it shows Uie amts of 
Colley* of Canterbury. In the list of Kent arms printed in Anh. Can!, xi, p. 394, no. 180 
IS Rotert Collay, sa,, three surannes hea/is rased arg. As earlj’ as 135J8 John Colley and his 
wife Margaret aie buying a considerable projierly in Deal. Northboumc. and Sholdcn (Feet of 
rincs, ^ hdw. Ill, no. 1212). In 1396 John Colley gets a grant of ^15 due to ilic king for the 
^ape frmn Uie gaol of the king’s castle at Cantcrbmy of John Sptyng, Roger Twesden, and 
Jofin Pelham. In 1405 there is a licence for half a maik paid In the hanaprr by John Colley, 
par^m of the church of St. Peter, Canterbuiy, for Thomas Ikhani and Thomas Poldre to grant 
to him in niortinain a \'acant plot of land in Canterbury for enlarging the churchyard. This 
John who was rector of St Peter’s, seems to have died aand Kcb., 1408. Scarlett notes in 
St Mary Magdalene’s Church [RurgaicJ in Canterbury a shield of sn„ a chevron between three 
swans heads erased arg., no doubt a \wriant of the coat In Uie cloisters. 


Ill Ifip dwniiaion that followed die reading of the paper Uic R<v. E. E. Dorling, F..SA, pointed out that 
tlic arniH were allusive, trots cots dr evgne, | h.ive al:M> to acknowledge many suggestions from fiim since Uil* natwa 

wa» in type whicJi 1 have lictn aide to incorporate in the notes to the various shields, tlicrcby much aildine to 
their value. * 
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141. A chevron. 

Cl, fui, 9. Ha., fol. i(». 

W. blazons, or, a clufrottgu^ for StalTorfl. 

The shield is almost entirely iltrstroycd. 

142. A lion passant rc^j^uardant, between seven crosses patt\' fitchy. PI. X XXIV. 

A., foL25. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. t6. 

W. blazons <tr^^ a Uo» pnssanl n^aurdotU so., tniiT srivn (^vssts £U,, and ascribes to Iligham 
of Patricksboiime. He notes that AiTner Hcgham, Esq., who died 5th Apr. 1411, was buried in 
the nave of the cathedral, quoting Scarlett’s manuscript. 

Scarlett notes that the only shield remaining on the slab was a chevron or, bctw’een three 
leopards' faces. This might have been as,, a cluvron b^twem thr^e Uopardi fares or, for I.ovcrick; 
see no. aig. W. does not note that the crosses are patlyjiteky. 

C., fol. 37, notes in Littlebourne Church, as for Hegham or Higham, arj*., a Won /xvisani 
reffuardant sa., between six (TossMsJ iteMy 

143. Two Ixirs. 

A., fol. 25, draws as gemcis. C., fol. 9. Ha.. foL x6. 

W. does not blazon or assign. 

Tlic ridging of the bars has led to the error in A. A coat of two bars appears in the cloisters 
elsewhere. At no. 508 is one with the bars, as here; in relief, while at nos. 406 and 426 they are 
incised. A distinction may be intended. According to .S. and the roll alluded to by Fapworih 
as S., John de Foxley bore gn.. tm ban arg. He was the first governor of Queenborough 
Castle 316-50 Edw. 111 . 

144. A chevron between three roses. 

A., fol. 24. C.,fol.9. Ho., fol. 16. . L J n t. 

W blazons a.s arg., a ehevron inter t/nve rinquefails gu., and assigns to John de Bcavor, who 

held a manor in Ashford temp, Henry I I. 

In the first place the objects are not cinquefoils but roses, an<l in the .second it is imprcibabic 
dial the cloisters should be decorated with the sbicltl of a fanuly not Jtnown in Kent since temp. 
I Icnry 11 , If indeed at all. See note on page 261 of Hasted, vol. iii. It seems more probable 
that the coal is that of Wadhara; gn., a dtevron betsvent three roses arg. It occurs again at 
no. 264. 

Sir William Wadham, a judge whose main scat was in Somerset, wm owner of the 
manor of Cnxall in Staple. He was constantly in commissions willi Sir William Brenchicy, 
Sir William Rikliill, and other Kentish judges. A daughter and heir of Sir William Wadham 
married, as his first wife. Sir William Fogge. Sec [icdigrcc opposite p. 125, .-frr/r. Cant. v. 

145. On a less a lion passjinl. 

Scarh ll, lul. 9". A., fol. 24. C., fol. 9 Ho., fol. 16. 

W. blazons arg., on a /ess sa., a lion passant >if Ute field, and ascribes to Garrard of Siltingb«>ii rnc. 

'l*he same c<.»at it at no. 777, carved by anuUiur sculptor, and Utc \-ariation of rendering is 
insmiciivc. As to W.'s ascription, it seems doubtful whetlicr that family was connected with the 
county so early- U ccminly had not come into any prominence, and it may be suggested that 
the coal is tlwi of Ilucse or Hussey tor, on a/ess sa., a lion passatU arg.l Sec no. 149. 

I4f). A slxloil ermine. 

A., lol. 24. C., fol. 9, and Ha., fol, 17, put a bordure ntgrailcd. 

W. misdescribes, and «U*e.H not name, ^ 

*I*his, though in fact carved as a sixfoil, is probably intended for a titufttejod enmtu', foi 

Asiley. 
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147. Courtenay of Powderham (as no. 123). 

A., fol. 04. C., fol. 9k and Ha., fol. 17. leave the points bbnk. 

148. Four lozenges in pall, on a canton a crosier. PI. XLI. fig. 12. 

A., fol. 24*’, blazons arg., four hsnigr-s xn p<lll gu., oti a coutou gu. n crosier ot\ C., IbJ. to. 
Ha., fol. la 

W. blazonfi as A., and ascribes to Boxlev Abbey. 

Boxley was one of the largest and most imi>ortanl of the abbeys of Kent, and it is interesting 
to have an exact recorri of wliat the arms are. They have frequently been quite misdescribe*!. 

i4«> Two bars; in chief, three nnmdds per pale indented, a chevron. 

Outside the shield four sickles. 

A., fol. 24. C, fol. 9, and Ila., foL 17. draw as if th»j first quarter only. 

W. blazons queuittiy 1 at\H 4, sa,, Aw iMxn arg.. lU chief three plates (Hungerford); 3 atxd j, per 
pale ini/enledgu. au(ivt.,a rhevtvn nrlHcylesburyl; and ascribes to Sir Wallet Hungerford, K.G^ 
and points out that the shield is placed on a st^uaro panel, each comer bearing a sickle, which 
appears to have been originally the badge of Hcyiesbiuy'. Among other decorations to the Hunger- 
ford Chapel in Salisbury Cathedral is found a shield per pale gu. and vl.t charged with a sirhlearg., 
the handle gu. The Hungerfords sometimes used as a badge a sickle and a garb united by 
a golden' coid; the latter they derived from Pcvcrel, whose arms were as., threegarhs or. The 
Hungerfords subsequcjilly bore as their crest a garb per pale or audgu., between two sickles erect. 

W.’s useful note may lie supplemented by a reference to Sir Walter Hungerfonrs stall-plate, 
no. xlix, in Sir William Hope’s rqjroduciions. See his remarks thereon. Sir Walter’s mother 
was daughter and heir of Sir Edmund H ussev of Holbrook (see nos. 145 and 3SO). Scarlett records 
that in the south cross-aislc of the cathedral was Lord Hungerfonl in life parliament robes, 
gamislifd about with sickles, the handle or, the blodc'Vrr^M/. Hfe shield fe on the comice of 
the tester of the tomb of Hemy IV, 

This is the only shield placed on a square pane! in tlic cloisters. The experiment w-as not 
such a success as to lead to any repetition. 

J3a A fess betw'cen two chevrons. 

A., fol 24. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W’. blazons or, a /ess inter two ehexuvus aa,, and ascribes to Lisle. 

131. As no. 132, with a label of three poinK 

A., fol. 24^ C-k fol. 9- Ha., fol. 17. 

Wi blazons as he does no. 132. ivith label as. 

There is here no indication of per pale. See remarks at no. 133. 

152. Barry of six, a bend xjuarteriug three lions pjtssanL a bend. 

A., fol. 24. C~, fol. to. Ha., fol. 18 

W, hta/ons qtuxrferly, I and 4, Intnue of si.\ ur and vt., a bend gu. (Poynings); Jand j,gu., 
three lions passant in pale arg., a bendlet as. (Fitz Painej. 

Sec jjage 461. Poynings as blazoned is in old stainwl glass in St. Peter's, Canterbury. 

153. A cross ennine. 

A., fol. 24', omits the ermine, as do C,. fol. 10, and Ha., fol- iH. 

VV. blazons, omiliing the ermine, and calls Vesci- 

lii some old rolls Sir Robert de Cobham is said tu bear gu., a erxfss ermiiu. 
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I5‘1- f’oynings (.-is no. \^2) t/tfnr/friufr a less between six lions rampant. 

A., fol. 24^ C., fol. TO. Ila., fol. i8. 

VV htrtzons Po^Tiingcs ins no. f5a> qurniering <tc., « /’s? mffr .wf itt^ns rampant nrg. 

♦ KokeslevJ. r . a, 

Sec page 461. Kokcslcy as blazoned w m old stained glass in St. Peter s. Cantcit)ury. 

I ss. On a chief two mullets of six pierced. 

A., fol. 24. C.. fol.9. 1 la., fol. 17, draws mullets of five 

VV. blazon.s arg,, on a fhtr/gu,, /av» mullets or, piermi vt., and assigns to St. John. 

The ascription is probable, as I.ucas dc Poynings married Isabel, daughter of Hugh St. John, 
sister and heir to her brother Edmund. See no, 555 and p. 461. , ^ 

Montbmirhrr (as nti. 126), without the martlet for difference. I’l. XXXVI. 

' 7. 

A., fol. 25. C.. fol. 9. Ha„ fol. r6. , . 

W. blazons arg, a elurtvn inter three pots git-, on 0 horduir .w. thirteni iKzauts. and ascribes to 

Montboucher. 

The charges on the bordure are mon? like annuleUs. 

A.'* A bend, and on it a saltire cngrailetl. IM. XXXT\’, fig. 3. 

A., fol. c., foL TO. and Ha., fol. tO, draw as if a cross engrailed. ... 

Thi.s cxtraordinnr>- and very Interesting sliield is not noticed by W. As drawn in A. the angles 
formed by the memhciTi of the saltire are divided by arrow-heads, some A'cstige of which ^*ems 
still to remain on the shield, which Is in a position rendering it ver>’ difiicult to photograph. It 
may be intended to change the btmd with a mullet, and over that a saltire engrailed. 

h can only be suggested thni this shield b intended for Sir Stephen Ic berope, Lord Deputy 
of Iirbnd, who married Milicenl. daughter and coheir of Robert Lonl Tiptofi, or for his son 
Stephen, of Castlecomb, WilU., who. though not ol age in 1413, was fing^cd tna^- a daughter 
of Sir William Gascoign.-, I ..C.J. The U»rd Deputy was third son of Richard Ic ben^pe. 

CnMrARTME>rr 14. 

157. France England. 

A., fol.23. C., fol. 9. Ila., fol. 17. ,11' ^ t 

W. blazons quarUrlyr t ami ./, nz., three fleurs <ir hs or; 2 mid gu., three hems passant 

gaurdant in pale or,^ and ascribes to the king. 

Sec page 457. 

i:>8. Five baTi>: on a canton a cross lloiy. 

A, foL £4, gives colours arg,,Jivt Itarsgn,, an a Mutem az., a erossjlory or. C.., fol.9, and Ha,, 

fol. 17, draw six bars. i. . e- c' lu 

W. blazons or, five Inirs <ic., on a eantou gu. a cross pntonrr or. and ascribes to bir Oilbcrt 

Aton, Lord Vesci, who granted the manor of Elthara MaundevilJe and other lands of W lUiam dc 

Vesci to Gcoffr^' Ic Scropc de Masham u l a- . 

Tliat grant *was at a much earlier date. The shidii occurs again in no. 793 by ndiRercni 

sculptor. It may be observed dial Thomas Lonl Poynings by will (1374) l^vcs legacies to * Lady 
Banlolf my sister and to I-adv d’Aton m3' sister*. See N icola.s. Testamenta I'etusla, and stupm, p.401. 

159. A fess l>eLween six cros.slct5. 

A., fol. 34. C., fol.9- Ila., fol. 17. ... o , 

W. blazons gtt., a fess inter six (tvss erorJtb or, and asenbes to Beauchamp. 

It is more probable that in this compartment it is for Peverel of Castle Ashby mg., 

between six ernsslebi or), as on the bras.s of Jo.in Delapole (1434) at Cobham. Her falherjSii John 
l)<.:lap<*>Ic, was son of Margiirci, ftisicr and wheir of John Pcwrcl of Casjllc Ashby. The next 
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sliicld, no 160, is a Dclapolc shield, and iliis compartment has Cobbam shields also. It is further 
to l>c luTticcil that wlicn tliis coat appeal^ in tltr ministers ag:aiii at n<». 486 it is close to Dolapole 
(no. 478) and Hraybrooke (no. 479), while at no. 654, close to Fitaabn, it is more probably 
Beauchamp. 

160. A fess between three leopards' faces, quartenu^ on a lx?nd three p;iirs of 
wings. 

A., fol. 33**. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol, 17. 

W-blazons 1 and a?., a fess inter three leopards* facea or (r)elu|)r>tc| ,* 3 and 

on o (tend ipt., three pair of mings (onpmed of the field (Wingfield). 

Sec the note on no. 58 and on no. 159. The coat occurs again at no. 479. 

j6i. England: a label of three qiutrleriitg lion ntmpant. 

A., fol, 24. C., fol. 9. I la., fol. 17, 

W. blarons quarterly; / a$id q, gu., three lions passantgaurdaid, in pale or, a label of fnvpoints 
arg. I Brotherton); a andj,gu., a lion nimptnit h/t*. (Mowbray); and assign* to the Mowbrays, 
who held the nunor of Ry'arsh temp. Edward I to temp. Edward IV. 

It is true that 'fhonias de Brotherton, son of Edward I, usually bore a label of five points, 
and indeed tJiis coat is so car\'ed at no. 673. But here them is only a label of three points, 
possibly by mistake of the sculptor, for a label of five occurs in every other shield. Sec nos. 664 
and 76^ Kurtlier, Mai^aret Duche^ts of Norfolk, daughter and eldest coheir of Thomas de 
Brotherton, .sealed with a label of five. She had, by John Lord Segrave, a daughter and heir 
Elizabeth, who married John Lord Mowbray. 

162. Ermine on a bend . . . 

A., fol. 34, draws on the bend two chevrons point to point. 

C., foL 9. draws more like two havforks liandlc to handle, as docs 
Ila^fol. 17. 

W. .riniply says as no. 48, and ascribes to Apuldurfield, 

The shield is certainly* not as no. 48, though the sculptor may 
have intended to represent here a bend vair. The shield is one of 
the problems of the cloisters, and as such is shown in the illustra¬ 
tion. Mr. Screatfeild’s drawing of it is in Excerpta (anhana, p. 16 

163. A chevron. 

W. blazons or, a thevron vt., and ascribes to William de Inge, 
who held the manor of Ightham till 13 Edw. 11 . 

The ascription is improbable, os the shield was can'cd tanp. 

Henry IV, unless the Cobhams derived their chevron from the 
family of Inge. 

164. On a chevron three stars. 

A., foL 23*, notes the stars are pierced. C., foL 9 Ila., fol, 17. 

W. blazons gn., on a chevron or, three esfoi/s sa., and ascriiies to Cobham. 

That».% corrt'ct if qualified as Cobham of Slcrliorough. See no. 46. “lliis shield occurs again 
at nos. 177 and 445. 

165. 'I'he royal arms (as no. 157), with a Label of five, two of Brittany and three 
of France. 

A., fol. 23 , draws a plain label of three. 

W. says over all a label oj Jive points pet pale trminr and ae., seanv de /is nr, and asenbes to 
Bedford. 

No doubt for Jolin Duke of Bedford, K.G. son of Henry IV. See page 458 



ShteJJ no. (tie. 
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166. A lion rampant, a bordure engrailed. ^ , T.ih„, 

W hla7ons a lion rampant and bordure engrailed or, ?LnA ascwhts, X.O iavoot 

^s\heT.^t.a;on with ^Tor »r gives .he coa. of 

this shield with confidence. It occurs again in nos. 22^, 36/, 7y8. Here, close > 

sWeld, it is probably for Sir Thomas Grey of Heton, who married katharme, daughter of John 

Lord Mowbray. 

167. Crusily and three boars heads couped. 

W. bteons <,rg., crmUlfe. three bears' heads coapet! ga., heo a„d one. and assigns to Thomas 

Swinburne of Snieeth, sheriff to Henry IV. • c? *.1, ,.,^,0 cit- Thr>ma«; 

The sheriff who kept his shrievalty of Kent at Thevegate, in 
Swinhoume whose magnificent brass bearing these very arms is at Little Horkesley in bssex, 
in which county he held much property. How he came to be sheriff of Kent does ^t 
unfe“e harmarried a widow of a Pashley, the family t^o owned Thevegate. He died m 
1412. From his brass he would appear to have married a Scott. 

168. Three chevrons quartering quarterly; in the second and third quarters a 

fret, over all a bend. 

A fnl 2Q C fol. q. Ha., fol. 16. . , # j 

W Wazons auarterly: i a,at 4, or, three chevronets gu. (Clare) , 2 and) qnarlerly "J.andgn 
frettee or, a bendtet sa. (Despencer); and assigns to the Clares, who held the castle and town of 

'''° HueMe Despencer, the younger, in 1306 married Eleanor, eldest daughter and coheir of Gilbert 
de Clare Earl of Gloucester. Her descendants bore the Clare chevrons in the first quarter, as 
fhaSly wi of such high distinction. This shield occurs again at no. 244, and the quartered 
shield of Despencer alone at nos. 218 and 389. 

169. The royal arms (as no. 157), with a bordure. 

W.Sys the”bord’ure is argent, and ascribes to Humphrey Duke of Gloucester, fourth son of 
Henry IV. The shield occurs again at nos. 172, 201, and 760. 

The ascription is supported by the Booke of St. Albans and by Sandford. 

170 A saltire engrailed; on a chief, a lion passant guardant. PI. XLI, hg. 6. 

Scarlett, fol. to, makes the chief fioretty. A., fol. aj, does not make the lion guardant. C.,fol. 9 . 

Ha., fol. 14. 

A si^Sar^sWel^occur^in in the roll referred to by Papworth ^ S with field ermine^ 

It is assigned to W. de Ermine, and is blazoned ermine, a snlftre engrailed and a chxef gu on the 
chief a lim passant guardant or. There is, however, now no trace of ermine m the cloisters. 

171. Three fusils in fess. 

A., fol. 23. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. , u I h/r 4 f 

W. blazons arg., three fusils conjoined in fess gu., and asenbes to Montacute. 

This shield occurs again at nos. 303, 646, 670, 799, and A.**; and quartering Monthermer at 
nos. 232, 686, and 771. 

172 Humphrey Duke of Gloucester (as no. 169). 

A., fol. 23L C., fol. 9, and Ha., fol. 17, draw as if England alone in a bordure 

A maunch, quartering havry of eight, an orle ol martlets. 

A., fol. 23^ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 
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W. blazons fjmvifrhr i and v. or. a man(hc fiu. il lastingsi; 3 and pbnrtv^ of Un arf;. and 
<12., an orlci^marilulsfin. (Valt-ncc) 

John de Hastings of Bergavenny married Isabel, one o| llir sisteis mikI coheirs of Aymer <!<' 
Valence, tiarl of Pemimike, and had with her the manor of Sutton Valence. See no. 51^ 

174. Barr>' of six. on a chief two pallet.^ between tw'oijfyrons, over all an 
incscutchcon. 

A., foL'23. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons baiTff of six or and 05., an ineMvtchfdn arg., on a thimj of ihv first tUrre fxdteh inter 
hvo fpnms of the second, and ascribes to Mortimer. 

I*l)ili]>|>a, daughter of Edmund Mnrtimcr, Earl of March, m.irricd John dc Hastings, Earl of 
Pembroke, and had the manor of Sutton Valence (see no. 173) in dower, and liHd the nwnor 
till a Urn. IV. The fJiirld occurs again no. 301, and frequently with He Burgh (see no. 187). 
Coiitpane no. 489. 

175. A fess iK'twcen three crosslets fitchy. 

A., fol. 2^. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W, blH/otis «x., o/«ts nr inter three ctvss crodels filchie and ascribes to Pix. 

But the family of Pix, originally «>f Hawkimrst, was unknow'n till Tudor times. The shield 
occurs again at no. 339. 

176. On a chief three roundels. 

A., fol. 23. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons or, on a ehiefgn., three ffates, and ascribes to Camois. 

'riiomas LonI Camoys. K.G.» who married Elizabeth Moitimcr mo. 174J; and s«.'c D.” 

177. Cobham of Sterltorouffh (as no. 164). 

A., fol. 23**, C., fol. 9. Jla., fol. 17, all draw the stars as mullets. 

178. Nol found; but W. describes on a chevron or three esra/iofis sa., and 

ascribes to Cobham. There Is no such shield now in the cloisters. 

179. Cobham of R undale (as no. 46). 

A-, fol. 23\ C., fol- ^ Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazon:^ ^nw., on a cJtnnvn or, three flettrs dt lis a*., and a«crll>cs to Cobham. The tinctures 
being different from those he gives under no 46 renders it doubtful if the present blazon is not 
wrong. 

180. A bend between six martlct.s. 

A., fol. a3\ C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17, 

W. blazons arg., a bend inter six maritets gu., and asMiribcs to Fumiv’al, but does not support 
the ascription with any reasons. 

It is mqn* piotiablc tliat the coal is or, a ItmHbetween six mariUts sa., for Luttrell. See no. 268. 

181. Enf^land; a bordiu-e of France. PI. XXX\\ fig. 5, 

A., fol. 33\ C., fut. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W, describes wrongly. 

This is the coat of John Holland, Duke of Exeter, who married Elizabeth, sister of Henry IV, 
It occurs again at no. 649, and impaled at iios. 653 and 653. 

The shield is a triumph of artistic sculpture, though it is unfortunately damaged at the sinister 
tup corner. 

182. A croiWi chetjuy. 

A., fol. 23 ^. C., fol. 9. and Ha., fol. 17, both draw as cheqiiy » cross. 

W. blazons ns,, a avss chequre atg. andgH., and ascribes to Cockhcld. 
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The shield occurs again at nos. 758 and 346. In the UitU*r case it is close to no. 339, which is 
as no. 175. 

'Hie royal arms (as no. 157), a label ol Britlany, 

A., fol. «. C., fol. 9, Ha., fill. 17. all omit ihc irrmlne. ^ j 

W. saj-s the label is ofthte poinU (rmifit, and asenbes to Thoina.s Duke of Clarence, second 

son of Henry IV. l • j .. i . 

He married Margaret Holland. 1 fe was slain at Baugti in 14^1, and was buned at Canterhmy. 

The shield occurs again at nos. aoa, 3!^, and 751, and impaling Holland at B.“ See p. 458. 

184. The royal arms (as no. 157), with a label of three i.u)ints, eacli charged with 
Ihi ec roundels 

A., fol. 23. C., fol. 9, and Ha., fol. 17, omit the roundels. 

W. blazons tvi/h a M 0/three points nrf>., each charged milk un many torfeanx. and ascribes to 
Edward Planiagonct. Duke of York, killed at Aginaiuit. 

Hi: bore the same shield as lus father, Edmund of Ungley, whose stall-plate is no. xliii, who 
died in 1402, if indeed this shield does not actually refer to the father It docs not mcut again 
alone, but impaling Mohun at no. 672 for the second duke ami his wife, and at nos. 675 and 770 
for hi's sister, impaled by the arras of Thomas Despcncer, Earl of Gloucester, her husband 


185. A SJlltirt;. 

A., fol. 22^. C.. fol. 9, and Ha., fol. 17, di-aw as if voided. 

W. blazons or, n saltire sa., and ascribes to John Dering of VV«:stl>rooke, who died in 1425, the 
first of Uic family to assume these arms. He mari icd Christian, daughter of John Haute. 

The sculptor lias so ridged liis saltire that it might well be considered as voided, as recorded 
by C. It seems probable that it is not so, and is intended for Ncvll [gu^ a saltire arg.) rather 
llim for Dering, a family of little standing in the county when the cloisters were buUl, even if it 
liad a.ssuraed the saltire, which is quite improbable. 


186. Crusily and three ciruiuefoils. 

A., fol. 33- C., fol. 9. draws a.s mi., crusily /itchy amt three cinquejoits arg,, uiid adds a note 
' q Sepliam •, and underneath this note * Crochemmi *, and then, partly in trick, sa., three cinque- 
foih and eight cpvsslcJs fitchy arg. Ha., fol. 17, ilraws the crosslcts as fitchy, 

VV. blazons sa,, sende 0/crass ennJeh, three cinquefoils arg., and ascribes to William de Sepham, 
who died .seized of Sepham in Shoreham, 13 Edw. Ill, 

The family continued in the county till a much later date, but they seem always to have b«^me 
their crossleU fitchy, and the slueld in the cloisters Is as probably Darcy (oc-. ernsily and three 
cinq»e/idl» arg ). 

187. A cross, quartenug Mortime.r (as no. 174). 

A.,fol.22\ C.fol la Ila., fol. 17. 

W. blazons a.s if dc Burgh (or, a cross gu:\ was in the second and third quarters (as it usually 
Ls), and ascribes to Edmund Mortimer, Earl of March. 

He married Philippa, daugliter and heir of Lionel Duke of Clarence, third son of Edward HI. 
Her mother Elizabeth was tlaughter and heir of William, .son and heir of John de Burgh. Earl 
of Ulster. It is not surprising to liml the arms of so powerful a family, derived through a roy-al 
alliance, placed in the first quarter of the shield, though usually it b in the second and third 
quarters, as at no. 372. 

188. On a chevron Ihrcc lions rurapiint. 

A., fol. 23**. C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons on a chevivu or, three Huns rampant sa., and ascribes to Cobhom. 

See m>. 46. 
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189. Fitzalan quarteying Warenne (as in no. i). 

A., fol. 22^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons as at no. 1, and ascribes to Richard Fitz-Alan, Earl of Arundel and Admiral of 
England, who held the manor of Mereworth temp. Richard II. 

He was father of the archbishop; see no. ii. This shield occurs again, nos. 393, 427, 493, 

^ 55 ' ^ 59 - 

190. The royal arms (no. 157), a label of three points. 

C., fol. 9. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons the label arg., and ascribes to Henry Prince of Wales, afterwards Henry V. 

He was created Prince of Wales in 1399, Constable of Dover Castle and Lord Warden in 
1409, and became King in 1413. This shield, therefore, was carved 1405-13. 


Compartment 15. 

191. No. 184, with a bordure charged with lions rampant. PI. XXXV, fig. 8. 

A., fol. 21'', C., fol. 10, Ha., fol. 18, all omit the label. 

W. blazons the bordure arg. and the lions gu., and assigns to Richard Earl of Cambridge, 
grandson of Edward III, beheaded 3 Hen. V, and adds : ‘ the lions on the bordure were to shew 
his descent from Isabel, the younger daughter and coheir of Peter, King of Leon and Castile. 
His portrait, bearing the arms above, stood formerly in a window of this cathedral (Harl. 5805, 
fol. 323). The same arms are represented on his seal, dated 28th Nov., 2 Hen. 5 (Bib. Cotton., 
Julius C. 7, fol. 176), and at the base of the shield are two lions couchant guardant, each holding 
a feather, to the stem of which is affixed a scroll.’ 

He was generally known as Richard of Coningsborough. His mother’s elder sister Constance 
was wife of John of Gaunt. Richard’s elder brother differenced with castles. 

This magnificent boss gives a most spirited rendering of a shield which in a more conven¬ 
tional style can be seen at nos. 500 and 762. In the latter case it impales no. 372 (Mortimer and 
de Burgh quarterly), as the first wife of Richard of Coningsborough was Anne, daughter of 
Roger Earl of March, and sister and sole heir of her brother Edmund. Richard and Anne were 
grandfather and grandmother of Edward IV. 

192. Three leopards’ faces inverted, jessant de lis. PI. XXXIX, fig. 4. 

A., fol. 22'’. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 17. 

W. blazons gu., three leopards' faces reversed, jessant de lis or, and ascribes to Cantilupe. 

The shield occurs again at no. 353, rendered by a different sculptor, and a comparison of the 
two is interesting. A. suggests (fol. 17) that they are the arms of St. Thomas of Cantelupe, ‘ now 
born as the armes of the see of Hereford ’, and gives the field of the shield as azure. It is to be 
obsei-ved that another form of Cantilupe appears at nos. 456 and 546, where is a fess vair between 
three leopards’ faces (not inverted) jessant de lis. This is very like tlie seal of William de 
Cauntelow to the Baron’s letter (Ancestor, vol. vii, p. 254), and it is noticeable that Michael de 
Cantelu seals his grant to Cumbwell Abbess c. 1200, with a shield vair (Arch. Cant, vi, 216). 

193. A chevron between three crowned owls. PI. XXXIX, fig. 5. 

A., fol. 22**. C., fol. lo'". Ha., fol. 17. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

Burton bore sa, a chevron between three ozvls arg. crowned or, and Filmer Southouse (Add. MS. 
14306) found this coat impaled by Bourne in the windows of Sharsted Court. A John de Bourne 
was rector of Snargate till 1324, and a later rector of the same parish, Thomas Burton, obtained 
in 1405 the mastership of the Eastbridge Hospital at Canterbury. 
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194- On a less a swan, winjjs expanded. PI. XXXIX. fig. 11. 

A., fol. 22*. C, fol. xo. Ha., fol. 17- 

W. docs not blazon or ascribe. ^ , 

The swan was a badge of Bohun, and was also so u.sed by Courtenay. The latter is recorded 
by Scarlett as being In the Archbishop's Hall at Canterbury, The swan w'as arg., and wa.s 
eullarcd, chained, and p.vllijcked ur. The manuscripts also record a shield in the cloisters; az., 
a swan, wingx expaudetl arg., memlxrfyl gti. So it seems clear that the swan alone and the swan 
on the fess were both in existence c, t6oo. A shield with a swan as described in the manusenpts 
W’as once on the brass of Eleanor de Bohun in W<;stniinster Abbey. 

195. On a bend three escallops. 

A., fol. 22*. C., fol. TO. Ha., fol. i8. 

VV, blazons arg., on a hendgn.. thrrt (scallops arg., and assigns to Kilwardhy. 

These arc recorded by Scarlett as in the Archbishop’s Hall at Canterbury, as Uic arms of 
Robert Kilwarbie (1267), cardinal and archbishop. But it is more probable that tiny are^i., on 
n Ixnd arg., Ihrer (scallops tu., for the de Nottingliam.s, who held Bayford in Sittingbourne femp. 
Hemy. IV It may be noted, however, that as., on a betid arg., Ihree escallops gn., is assigned m 
Jcn3’ns’s Ordinary to Monsire rie Granson; but, probably, by mistake ^/y is there omitted. 

196. A chief indented: on it five annulets. PL XXXI\ , fig. ii. 

A., fol. 22*. C., fol. 10. and Ha., fol. 17. rallier indicate roundels. 

W. describes as per /css indentat, and on fhc points of Ihf chief five annulets. He does i»»l 
assign. 

In a paper by Mr. W. S. EIlw in Arch. Cant., vol. xv, there is noted (p, to) from the Dering 
Roll a coat of Stephen de Boclon. thus described : as., on a chief indented dancdlce of four indents 
or, three tortean.T. 

197. Three ostrich feathers, each with a scroll across the quill. PI. XXXV II, 
fig. fO. 

A., fol. 22*. C., fol. 10. Ha., ful. 17. 

\V. blazons sa., thire ostrich featlu rs erect arg^tico and one, eaih passing through a scroll or, and 
refers to his claborale note on the shield as it is described on the tomb of the Black Prince (p. 45), 

Tlds badge appears again at no. 494. The quills do not pass lln-ough the scroll in citlier 
case. A small ring appears on the quill just below the point where the feather broadens. 

tij 8 . A cro$.s engrailed, in the first quarter a crescent. 

C,, fol. to. Ha., lol. 18. 

W. blazons ac., a cross engrailed, in /he de.xter chef a crescent arg., and ascribes to Chai-ncl, but 
gives no reason for such a.scriptioii. 

With the cross ermine this is at no. 601. Here it may be Haute or Mohun, wuh a crescent 
for difference. 

iiM), 'Hic Prince ofWale;j(as no. 190). 

C, fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

200. John Duke of Bedford (as no. 165). 

201. Humphrey Duke of Gloucester (a.s no. 

A., fol. 22. C., fol. t), Ha., fol. 18, all omit the bonlurc. 

202- Thomas Duke of Oarence (as no. 183). 

A., fol. 22, omits the ermine. 

203. A cross engrailed, 

A., fol. 23 . C., fol. 10. Ha„ fol. lO. 

W. Iilazons sa., a cross engrailed or, and ascribes to Ufford. 
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204 A griffin segreant, ermine. 

A., fol. aa. C.. fol, 10, and Ha., fol. 18, omit the ermine. 

\V, does not notice the ermine. 

This is’ probably for Gregory Hallanl, who bore su., a gnffiii itgmiut irt/uw, annai atui 
vr, He piirclwbwi in 1407 liie manor of Horton in Ciiarlham, jiihI his (leseenrlants 
held it of the honour of Cnevequer by knight's service for si'me generations. The clia{>el of the 
manor is still standing. 

205, A saltire. 

A., fol. 22, colours org., a stiUitcgu. 

W. blajcons sa., a sal/ire or, and ascribes to Clarevaux. but gives no audioniy lor so doing. 

More probably for Neville. 

2pf). On a chevron between three dolphins embowed three escallops. 

Si'arictt, fol. to, and A., fol, 22, give colours nrjf,, oti a thevron jfii,, /*rt-a'csn t/im ilitlpkiii:i 
embouvtfac.. thn escallops arg. C.. fol. 10. lla., fol. 18. 

W, bta;{uns as A, but does not :«scribe- 

ThLs shield i.s impaled at no. 624. Up to tlie present Uir family lo which it belongs has not 
been ascertained. 

207. (.)n a bend three dogs head.s erri.sed. 

A., fol. aa, draws as rrmim on <1 IwuH az., three lions* heads erased arg. I la., fol. 18, the same, 
but makes the heads or, and ascribes to Wcrion or Weston. C., fol. 10, draws as a'nnne on a 
bend, three lions' heads erased. 

W. bia/ons arg., on a Itrud m., three talltots heads erased or. and ascribes to Dogett. 

Walter Doget of Kent sealed witli e$'niine, on a lund thtet UiUh^Is hemlserastd Set* (.'atnlogm 
of Seals in the Bntidt Muunm. As all the manuscripts concur in making the field of the shield 
in the cloisters ermine, it may I.h; supposed that tlic ermine spots were cleared off w'ilh the 
whitewash and the paint, and that W. is wrong in making the field argent, ills other tinctures 
are right 

Walter Doget and Alice liis wife bougitt Bcaksboumc Manor and some adjoining properly 
in 1374 iFcet of Fines, .|8 Edw, III, no. 2033), apparently from the coheirs of Walter dc Bourne 
and their husbands. Walter Doget was a citi2en of Loudon. 

ComiMtrc no. 68, which may also be a Doget coat. 

208. .Semy of roundels (? annulets), a quarter ermine. 

A., fol. 22, draws as roundetu. C., fol. 10, and Ha„ fol 18, omit the ermine. 

W. blazons gts., seniA of annn/ets or, a canton ermine, and a.scribcs to Cantwell, but gives no 
authority. 

It seems more pnrbablc tliat it itezantyund a <jnarter ermine, for Zouchc of Haring* 
wotlb, who held temp. Henry IV the manors of Ightham and Eyiislbrd. The former they held 
lur Home generations afterwards. See also no. g8. The coat occurs again at nos- 401 and 433 

209. A peacock in its pride iptmrtvring ermine (? no. 63). PI. XXXIV, fig. 5. 

A., fol. 22. C., fol. 10, and Ha,, fol. 18, rvv'ersc Uie quarters. 

W. does not blazon or ascril>c. 

.\s to llie quartered coat, sec no. 6 q. 

2ia As no. 8o. 

A., fol. 2l^ C., fol. la Ha., fol. 18 

211. A.S no. 4a PI. XXXllI, fig. 4, 

A., fol. 21*“, colours S4i., It taihui st/iuti and tHtninrt engrtuleJ arg., and ascribes to Archbishop 
Sudbury. C*. fol. ta Hu., fol. 18 
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212. On a bend three horses’ heads couped. PI. XXXIX, fig. 2. 

Scarlett, fol. lo. A., fol. 21'’. C., fol. 10. I la., fol. 18. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

213. A cross. 

C., fol. 10, and Ha., fol. 18, draw as a voided cross. 

W. blazons a cross arg., and ascribes to William de Hever, who held the castle and 
honour of Vltv 'cr temp. Edward III, and dying left two daughters his coheirs, Joan, the elder, 
who married Reginald de Cobham, and Margaret, the younger, who married Sir Oliver Brocas. 

214. A hind lodged, collared, and chained. 

Scarlett, fol. 10. A., fol. 21’’. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons gu., a hind lodged arg., collared ami chained or, and ascribes to Joan of Kent. 

This badge also appears on a green ground in St. Michael’s Chapel, as it was also used by 
Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent, the son of the Fair Maid. 

215. A fess between three crows. 

A., fol. 21^ 

W. misdescribes as popinjays. The identical shield at no. 233 he blazons arg., a fess gn., infer 
three Cornish choughs proper, and ascribes, following a blunder of Hasted’s, to Fremingham or 
Farningham. Their coat is at no. 81. The coat blazoned by W. is Framlingham. The mistake 
is due to the manuscript from which Hasted copied. See note on no. 233. 

216. A chevron between eight martlets, five above, three below; qiiartenngno. 74. 

A., fol. 2I^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons quarterly: / and4, arg., a chevron inter six martlets gu. (Hardreshull); 2 andj, 
arg., a bend engrailed gu. (Colepeper); and points out that John Colepeper married Elizabeth, 
daughter and coheir of Sir John Hardreshull, and that Thomas Culpepper, ‘dns de Hardrede- 
shuir, sealed with the same quarters (Bib. Cotton., Julius C. 7). 

The chevron in Hardreshull is usually sable. The estate the coheiress brought to Colepeper 
was important enough to warrant their putting their own arms in the second and third quarters. 
Shields of both Colepeper and Hardreshull are to be found on the buttresses of Pembury Church, 
Kent. John Colepeper was a legatee of Archbishop Courtenay. 

217. A cross moline, a label of three. 

A., fol. 2I^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons gu., a cross moline or, a label of three points gu., and ascribes to Latimer without 
comment. 

The label of Latimer is more often az., and the cross patonce, or flory as in no. 89. The 
cross, as here, frequently appears in the Willoughby coat (see no. 235). It is without the label 
at no. 253. 

218. Despencer, as in no. 168. 

A., fol. 2I^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons quarterly, arg. andgu.,frettee or, a bcndlct sa. 

219. A ehevron between three leopards’ face.s. PI. XXXIV, fig. i. 

A., fol. 2I^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. • 

W. blazons az., a chevron infer three leopards’ faces or, and ascribes to Lavinck. 

That fs probably a misprint for Laverick, the name recorded in Add. MS. 5479, fol. 3, against 
this coat. It is recorded also C., fol. i, as in glass at Ash next Sandwich. A full account of the 
family of Leverick is given in Planche’s A Corner of Kent, p. 375, but the author makes a curious 
mistake about the arms, which he would not have done if he had seen C., fol. i. The shield 
occurs again at no. 336. 
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220. Three otters. PI. XXXI 11 , fig. 2. 

Scarlett, fol. 10, puts fish ar^. in the mouths of otters or, but does not colour the field. 

A., fol. 22, shows az., three otters or, with fish in their months arg. C., fol. lo, and Ha., fol. 18, 
give no colours, but show the fish. 

W. blazons az., three otters passant in pale or,each bearing in his mouth a fish arg., and ascribes 
to Proude of St. Alphage, Canterbury, one of whom, Thomas Proude, was the second husband 
of Eleanor, daughter of Sir Robert Roos (second son of Lord Roos of Hamlake), widow of 
Robert Lovel. She married thirdly Sir Richard Haute (Harl. MS. 1548, fol. 17’’). 

Mr. Streatfeild points out in Excerpta Cantiana, p. 17, that there are no fish in the mouths of the 
otters as now in the cloisters. But as all the manuscripts concur in showing them, it may be 
that the}' were painted in and were seen by W., but were cleared off with whitewash and paint 
in the improvements before Mr. Streatfeild visited the cloisters. They certainly appear on a 
brass at St. Alphage. The family of Proude was of standing in Canterbur}'. John Proude was 
member for the city 20 Rich. 11 . 

221. A chevron between three eagles displayed. 

A., fol. 22, gives colours vert, a chevron between three eagles displayed or. C., fol. g. Ha., fol. i8. 

W. blazons as A., and ascribes to Fyneux, who came into Kent, according to Leland, 
f. Edward 11 . They were considerable benefactors to this church and to the Augustine Friars, 
and also to the abbey of Faversham. 

222. A pair of wings, over all a bend. 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

It may be intended for Fitzpayne. It is to be obser\'ed, however, that gu., a pair of wings 
conjoined arg., over all a bead az., is the coat of Kentish or Kentisbere. J oan, daughter and heir 
of Sir Stephen de Kenti.sbere, married first Sir John Trivet, and second Hugh de Popham, 
a younger son of Popham of Popham, Hants. The Trivets were connected with Kent, as appears 
by a monument in the crypt of the cathedral (Arch. Cant, xxvii, p. 209). See also Excerpta 
Cantiana, p. 6. 

A.'® Savage (as no. 272). 

A., fol. 22, draws only five lions. 

A sadly dilapidated shield, not noticed by W. 

Compartment 16. 

223. An eagle displayed, quartering a lion rampant. PI. XXXII, fig. 2. 

A., fol. 20. C., fol. 10, and Ha., fol. 19, both draw the quartered shield as two lions passant. 

W. blazons quarterly: i and 4, arg., an eagle displayed sa. (Rome); 2 and },gn., a lion rampant 
arg. (Bohemia); and ascribes to Charles, King of the Romans and of Bohemia, aftenvards emperor. 
He was father to Anne, first queen of Richard II. 

W. describes this shield accurately, but in describing shield no. 722, which only differs in that 
the lion has two tails, he makes a mistake in saying the lion is crowned, and adds a foot-note: ‘ In 
the former mention of these arms (no. 223) the double tail and crown of the lion were omitted.’ 
Sandford, in his Genealogical History, p. 194, notes that the eagle has one head for Rome and two 
for the Empire. These arms (with the lion crowned or) are noted (Harl. MS. 3917, fol. 32) by 
Philipot, whose notes they are, as being impaled by France and England quarterly in a window 
in the chancel of Lymhill Church. Lymhill is now always known as Lymne. 

224. Frenyngham (as no. 81). PI. XXXV, fig. 2. 

A., fol. 21, omits the ermine. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. describes as entiine, a bend cottised, but does not ascribe. 

Compare no. ii6. 
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225. As no. t66. 

C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

226. Montboucher (as no. 126), with an annulet instead of a martlet. 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10, and Ha., fol. i8, omit the annulet. 

W. blazons o« o chevron inter three cauldrons gu., on annulet or, a bordure sa., bezanty. 

See nos. 126 and 156. 

227. A cross engrailed. 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. TO. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons sa., a cross engrailed or, and ascribes to Uflford. 

228. A cross engrailed. 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. , • I j f ..u r.c 

W. blazons or, a cross engrailedgu., and ascribes to William de Manes, lord of the manor ot 

Habilton, in Harrietsham. j u r j ru 

There is no authoritj" to support any such ascription. Th^ person named, who lived till 1459, 
bore quite a different coat: barry undce az. and ermine. See Transactions of the Monumental 
Brass Society, vi, p. 192. This latter coat is not in the cloisters. 

229. St. Lo (as no. 73). 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 


230. A lion rampant quartering fretty. 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons quarterly: i and q, gu., a lion rampant or (Fitzalan); 2 and }, sa., a fret or (Mai 

travers). . , t'i j 

Sir John Arundel, marshal of England and brother of the archbishop, married Eleanor, grand¬ 
daughter and coheir of John, Lord Maltravers. On the stall-plate (no. .xvi) of their second son, 
Sir William Arundel, K.G., the quartered coat is purpure fretty or. 

231. Barry of six, a bend. , 

A., fol. 21. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 18. 

W. blazons barrc'e of six or and vt., a bendlet gu., and ascribes to Po3'nings. 

This is the first place in the cloisters where this coat occurs alone; see page 461. 

232. Montacute (as no. 171) quartering an eagle displayed. 

A., fol. 2o\ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 19. 

W. blazons the quartered coat or, an eagle displayed vt., armed gu. (Monthermer). 

See nos. 686 and 771. Notice here how the fusils are hollowed out. 


233. As no. 215. 

A., fol. 20'’. C, fol. II. Ha., fol. 19. 

See remarks on no. 215. Hasted’s blunder was no doubt derived from the original of Ha., 
fol. 19, which colours this arg., a fess gu., bchoeen three choughs proper, and ascribes to Fremingham. 

234. A chief indented, the dexter side charged with a mullet pierced. 

A., fol. 20^ C., fol. 10, and Ha., fol. 19, put mullet in centre of chief. 

W. blazons or, a chief indentee az., in the dexter chief a mullet pierced arg., and ascribes to 
Sandwich, noting that John de Sandwich married Agnes, sister and coheir of Robert de Creve- 
quer, and so became seized of the manor of Folkestone, as was his son Sir John, whose only 
daughter and heir, Juliana, conveyed it to Sir John de Segrave. Nicholas de Sandwich died 
seized of the manor of Otham, 45 Edw. IH, being the rector of Otham. Molland in Ash, part 
of their possessions, was conveyed by marriage to Sir William de Septvans. 
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C., fol. 42, notes tliis very sliirUl filazoned as by \V. on the tomb of the rector in Otham 
C’luirch. A nUI account of the family is in Planch^’s A Cornfr of Kent, p 296. 

235. A cross cnj^ailcfl quartering Vi rros.s inolinc. PI. XLl, %. 2. 

A., fol. aoV. C., fol. 10, and Ma., fol. 19, draw a plain, n<*t an engrailed ctoi*», 

W. blazons quarterly: r and /, sa., a mm r/t/'rutlnl or (IJfford); a and a etvss nrenrli^ 
arg. jWilloughbyl; and in a very tnicrcsting note collects particulars of VVilloughby seals from 
Harl. MS, no. 245, beginning with that of William de Wyllugliby, dal. apud Kresby, 8 Edw. 111 . 
The fifth seal is dat. 15 Rich. II, of Kolwrt Lord Willoughby of Eresby, where the arms arc, 
as in the cloisters, the arms i>f his mother (sister and coheir of VV'illiam Ufford, Earl of SufTolk), 
being in the first and fourth quarters. Many of the seals have supj>orters, and one ha^ a buckle 
badge derived from Roscelin. 

Scarlett notes in Uie Chapter Mouse • in his coat armour' Will m Dn 5 -the arms being as 

in the cloisters, and alongside being a W arg. surmounted by a coronet or, 'I'hU was rloubtlcss 
for Sir William Willoughby, Loid Willoughby of Eresby, K G. iStall platc no. xxi. He died in 
1409, having married 11406) Jo^n Holland, widow of Edmund of Langley, She remarried in 1410 
Henry, third Lord Scrope of Masham (no. 769). 

The coat occurs frequently in the cloisters: nos 287,400, 435, 599, and B,** No. 687 records 
the marriage of Elizabeth, his daugliter, to Hcniy Lord Beaumont. 

236. Colley (as no. 140). PI. XLl, fig. 3. 

A., fol. 2o\ C., fol. 11, .and Ha., fol. 19, only draw as birds' beads. 

237. A chief; over all a bend charged in chief with a rre.scenL 

A., fol. ao\ C., fol. f t, and Ha., fol. 19, engrail Uic bend and put the crescent on the chief, 

W. does not bbzon or ascribe. 

The shield suggests Cromwell of Tatshall, arg., a chief gu., over all a bend as., but the 
crescent causes a difficulty. 

238. AudJey quartering Touchet (as no. 127). 

A., fol. 20, C., fol. ti, and Ha., foL (9, all show no ermine. 

239. A chc\Ton l)etween three squiirels sejant. 

Scarlett, fol. 10 A., fol. ao\ colours az., a chevron arg., between three squirrels sejant or. 

C., fol, 10. Ha., fol. 19. 

W. misdescribes as lions. 

The shield may be for Lovel of Wilslead. Thomas Level, E.sq., married Joan, sister and 
coheir of Edmund Hoggeshaw, and became entitled in her right to the manor of Milstead, of 
which he died seized, 2 lien, IV. The manor was in his descendants for some generations- 

240. /\s no. I JO. 

A., fol, 2o\ C., fol. It. Ha., fol. tg. 

241. A bend, 

A., fol. 20, draw's as a bend cotised. C, fol. ii. Ha., fol. 19. 

W. blazons t>r, hvo bendletsgu., and ascribes to Tracy, but gives no authority for the ascription. 

Hus is a case in which the sculptor has been so lavish of his ndges and chamfers that the 
shield may be read In many ways. C., foL :q, records in Barfreston Church a coal az., tm> Itends 
arg., for Lichfield. 

242. A futle (? pile) indented. 

A., fol. 20. C., fol. JT. Ma., foL 19. 

W. blazons arg., a patf/usilee fw,, and ascribes to Daniels, but gives no reason for so doing. 

This should be compared wltii no. 259, which is more like a pile. It is there niiaed 
from the surface of the sliield. Here h is sunk and approaches nimt' to a pale, but the upper 
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lines stretch into the comers of the shield, which a pale would not atriedy do. A family of 
Strevn-sliara of Faversham bore or, a fniU indented gu., but it is iloubtful whether they were at 
Fflvcrsham Henr>- IV. Tlie Bradestons bore arg., » ptU tHdtfUaigtt. 

24^. A l)ttnd ermine. . ^ jn ri i,.... 

A., fol. ao, omits the ermine and draws as a bend cotised. C., fol. i i, and I la., fol. 19, o 
the field sa., and add 'q Philpot*. 

W. does not notice that the Ijcnd is ermme. ^ • t- • 

Pmbably vt, a M rmtutt, for WhetenhalL They were of Ilextall s Court in East Pcckham. 

24.1. Clare quartering Despencer. (as no. if)8). 

A., fol. ao, C., foL XI- Ha., fol. 19- 

245. two bars within a borclure engrailed impaling three pickaxes. 

Scarleu, fol. id. A., fol.ao. C. fol. 11. Ha., foL 19. 

W. misdescnijcs the pickaxes as rni&sbows. He not ascnl^. m „ iv 

Probably arg., /uv barf ax., a bottiurr tugraiini sa., lor Parr. Jolin Parr died 9 Hen. IV. 

246. A chevron engrailed. 

A-, fol. 20. C., fol. 10. Ha.^ fol. 19. 1 1 « -j 

W. su^ests the chevron is voided, which no doubi arises from the way the sculptor ndge.s 

his chevron. 

247. A bend cotised, the cotises engrailed on the outer edge. 

A., fob ao. C., fol. 10. I I.I., fol. 19. 

^he^siiield is certainly not in ap|>carance as no. 74, and it may well be arg., <1 b*»d Miwn 
hva (Otises nebnh at the cater auU .-w;, the arms of Surrenden. J^n. only daughter and heir pf 
John dc Surrenden, married (ao Rich. 11 ) John Haute. Esq., and temp Henr>- IV he was seized 
of the manor of Sunenden in Pluckloy. His arms are at no. 487 and A. 

248. On a chicJ indented a lion passant, a lal>cl of three. 

A., fol. 20*. C, foL 11. Ha., (ol. 19. 

W. misdescribes ami does not assi^. ...... . • 

The label has almost entirely peeled off, so that it looks as if it might have been put on in 

plaster after the lion was carved. 

The coal may be that of Fitz-Chamber. 

249. Beaumont (as no. 55). 

A., fol.ao. C, fol. la Ha., foJ. 19. 

250. A fess dancetty between four billets in chid and six in base. 

W. ^yras na 30, which is not so. No. 25P is as he had dcscribeil no. 30. \'i2.: as., a Je^ 
dametUr inter ten billets or, which he ascribes to Deincourt without comment 

This shield occurs again smy of bilkta at nos 466 and 531, and here though the bille^^ ^ 
fewer It is no doubt intended for billcty as those arc. It is instrucUyc to examine the shmlds 
in the neighbourhood of those numbers. John Deincourt (di.^ 1406) mamicd Joan, dau^ter 
and heir of Robert Lord Grev of Rotherfield. by Elizabeth, daughter and cohur of Wilhara 
de la Plaunche. William, son of John and Jt«m. married Elizabeth, daughter of Heniy Lord 
Bcaumonl and Elizabeth Willoughby. Joan aftcrv.-ard3 rcmamcd Sir Ralph Bolder. 

251. Chequv a fess. 

A., fol 21. C, fob 10. Ha., fob 19. 1 u M 

W. blazons (ha/ide or and as., a^gm, and a.scritics to Clifford, pomting out tliai they held 

3 R 5 * 
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lands in Kent even before 1223. He adds that they used on annulet for their bad^e derived 
from the arms of Vipont. 

This ctKtt occurs «evcral limes in the dolsieni. Alone,.as here, at nos. 348* 395, and 41E 
Impaled by Ferrers at no. 799 and b^' Percy at C.** It dso occurs with a bordure at no. 349, 
with a bend instead of a at nos 47J and 538 ’I'lie present shield is tn obably for John Lord 
Clifford, who >%'»» connected with the Beauchamps. 

232. A less behveen six crosslcts; on the fess a cresceht for difference. 

A., ful. 30 ^,. C| fnt. to. Ha., fol. 

W. blazons on a ftss infer six cross crosids or, n aescatf stt., and ascribes to William de 
Bcancfiamp. Baron of BerKavenny, the younger brother of the Earl of Warwick. He married 
Joan, sister and coheir of Thomas Earl ol Arundel. W. refers to her seal with squiirel 
supporters. 

She waf» the archbishop's niece- 

253. A cro?f, moline. 

A., fol. ao^ C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. icj. 

W.'blazons ru., a cross niu/incor, and ascribes to Sir Ingclram de Bruyn, who died seized ol 
Beckenham Manor in i400, and was succeeded by liis son. Sir Mauncc. A branch of the luniily 
was st'ated at ICstlingham. 

'This coat, with a label of three, is at no. 217. 

254. Criol (ab no. 67). 

A., fol. 2o’', colours as W, at no. 67. C, fol. la Ha., fid. lE 
253, A cros;> potent Ix'Iwcimi four others (juartcrin^ a lion rampant. PI. XXXVTI. 
Kg. 9. 

A., foL 3t. C., fol. 10. Ha., fol. 19. 

W, blazons / nniarg^ a ctvs* pofmt infer/our of the satm or (J erusaleni)} 2 and j, ns., srtnr'e 
tie lis, a iton rvmfanf or (BeaumonU; and ascribes to Henry Lotrl Beaumont, Lord Warden 
16 Rich. II, who died seized of the manor of Bruscombe, co. Kent \V. also points out that 
these arras occur so Irequently that the family nnibl tiave been timge contributors to the cloisters. 

Bniscombc is a manor in Egerton. Rcserying remarks on tiiis family to tfic notes on 
Compartment 31, it may be pointed out that this sUcld is noteworthy in two respects, ft) that 
the sculptor, wishing to fill up tlie void .space in the rmirth tpiartcr at the boUmii, has inserted 
another small cross |x>tcnt in base; (2) that by inadt'crtence he ha<; omitted the lis, with which the 
second and third quariers should be semy. W. has nut noticed these points. The manuscripts 
all show the lions without any lis. 

23O. Cro.shy (as no. 61). 

A., fol. at, lol. to. Ha., fid. 19. 

W. misdescribes, but assigns it corriiclly U> Crosby. 

CoMPARTMli.XT I7. 

237. Three legs flexed in triangle. 

a., fol. 19. 

W. blazons gn., fhret nrnteti leg* tunjowtd nf fin thighs, the Jed in frinngk or. Tiie Isle of Man. 

*l'his coal occurs again ut no. 725 by a different sculptor. It also occurs on the great bovs, 
no. 6to, which see 

23R. Cockfiekl.(at> no. ib2). 

A., fol 20. C., fol. 11, and Ha., foL £9, draw as chequy a cross. 
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2S0. A pile indented FI- XL, fig. M- o • u . 

A., fol. 19’*. C, fol II, and Ila.. fol iq, have a nnlc *q, Stramaham . 

W. misdescribes. 

See no 2.|2 and the note Ihei'c. 

260. Quartorlv per kss danceltx'. 

A., fol. t9\ C-. fol. IT. Ila.. fol. 19 ^ ... , 

W. blazons aiunUrly per fc^ iwLnit/e or and ac., and aiscribes to Langley, 

V'arioiis rolls assign this o*>at to I^erot of Knowlton. When one of the Langleys ol ^ arwick- 
5hire married the heirttss of Perot he Htlopted her arras, though the Langleys of Kmiwlton after* 
wards frequently quartered their own arg, afes» sa, in thief three ogresses m the second and third 
quarters. See an illustration in Hasted, vol. iv, p. 207. 

j6i. a bend a label of three, on each point two billets quarkruig three piles. 

A., fol. ao. C., fol. 11, and Ha., fol. 19, draw the first and fourtli quartera as Courtenay. 

W. blazons nnatltrly : J nnd 4 as., a bend or, a tahd of three points gn, (^rope); 2 attd j, or, 
thee piles in chief ns. tBrjan) ; and ascribes to Sir Henry le Scrope. Baron Scro|^ of Mashatn. 
who marrietl Philippa, eldest granddaughter and.coheir «if Sir Guy de Brian. K.G., and widow 

of John Uevereux. , . • 1-ii 

VV. omits to notice Uiat the points ol the label are diflferenced. each bearing two billets, 

ixvvsibly derived from Deincourt. It was the third Lord Scro|»c of Mashatn w-ho married in 
i-MQ Philippa Biyan. who died in 1406. He bucccedcd to the title in this year, and in 1410 
remiuTicd Joan, second daughter of Ihoinas Holland. Earl ot Kent, by his wife Alice, daughter 
of Richard Fitzalan, Earl of Arunilcl. That marriage is vxlnhitcd in shield no. 769, where, the 
father being dead, there is no label. Joan had alrtady lieen married twice: oucc to Edmund ol 
Langley, Duke of York, and also to .1 Willoughby (no. 2351. 

2tiZ A saltire. 

A., fol. 19'*, draw.% as if voided. C., fol. n. Ha.. foL 19. 

\V. bliuons or. if 5<i//i>v.«rt., and ascribes to Pluckley. , 

This is not the coat of Plucklev, who bore the canting device of a Its. It is more hkcly liiai 
diis is Neville, a saltire arg. 

204. Cossington (iu> no. 124). 

A., fol. i 9 ^ C.. fol. II Ha., fol. ig. ‘W. misalehcribes the roses as cinquefoiLs. 

264. Wadhiim (as no. 144). 

A., fol. 19”- C, lol. IX. Ila., fob ig. W. does not blazon or ascribe, 

265. No. 2^}^, e/narieritig x\o. 105. PI. XXXVTll, fig. 11. 

A., fol. 19. C., fol. 11. Ha., fol. 20. 

W, dr»cs not blazon or ascribe. 

This shield cannot at present lie solvixl. It occurs by another sculptor, no. 335. The same 
coats impaled 2rv at no. 693. These coats quartered as here are impaled by an unknowm coal 
(no. 79) at no. 694, 

2 (d). Three stirrups. 

A., fob tg, colours as.. Ihree stinups or. C, fob 11, and Ha. fol. 20, ascribe it to Scudamore 

W. blazons gu., thtm stirnips pendant from Iheit straps «r, two and one, and ascribes to 
Scudamore. 

W. Is so struck by the |>cauiiful rendering of the stirrup that he givo> a sketch of it in hu. 
margin. IBs ascription is probably rigift, though the family was not connected with Kent. 
The coat occurs again at no. 333 by another sculptor, where it is close to no. 335, identical with 
no, 265. 
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267. A chief indented. 

A., fol. 19, gives the field as or. C., fol. n, and Ha., fol. 20, insert martlets on the chief and 

add a note‘q. Lovelace’. . 

W. blazons or, a chief indents as., and ascribes to Butler, but gives no reason for so doing. 

The shield as blazoned by W. was in glass at Ash next Sandwich, being the coat of de Sand¬ 
wich. See no. 234. This shield occurs again, nos. 402 and 421. 

268. Luttrell (as no. 180), with a bordure engrailed. PI. XXXIX,-fig. 13. 

A., fol. 19. C., fol. II. Ha., fol. 20. f •, f 

W. blazons arg., a bend infer six martlets, a bordure engrailed sa., and ascribes to a family of 
Lutteridge, who held the manor of Swanton in Liddon. 

But that family did not use a bordure engrailed, if Hasted can be trusted. It appears from 
Maxwell Lyte’s Dunster that Sir Hugh Luttrell, who died in 1428, used this coat before 1419 on 
his seals. See also S. and the roll referred to in Papworth as S. and the Rouen roll. Sir Andrew 
Luttrell was the second husband of Elizabeth Courtenay, the archbishop’s sister, and Sir Hugh, 
who was her son, gets a legacy under the archbishop’s will (supra, p. 448). 

269. Barry of eight and in chief three escallops. 

A., fol. 19, draws as three gemels; C., fol. ii, and Ha., fol. 20, as three bars. 

W. describes as four bars, in chief three escallops, but does not ascribe. 

The escallops may be on a chief. 

270. St. Lo (as no. 73). 

A., fol. 19, draws as two gemels between three escallops. C., fol. ii. Ha., fol. 20. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

271. Criol (as no. 67), five chevrons. 

A., fol. 19. C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, both note ‘ Keriell and Evering’. 

W. misdescribes as six chevrons. 

The impaled coat is no doubt or, five chevrons gu., for Avranches, and the shield here records 
the marriage of Bertram de Criol with Eleanor, one of the daughters and coheirs of Maud 
d’Avranches, by her husband, Hamo de Crevecoeur, by which marriage the Criols were established 
as one of the great families of the county. See p. 461. 

272. Six lions rampant. PI. XXXII, fig. 3. 

A., fol. 19. C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 19, say ‘q. Savage’. 

W. blazons as., six lions rampant arg., three, two, and one, and ascribes to Sir Thomas de 
Leyboume, whose daughter and heir, Juliana, married William de Clinton, Earl of Huntingdon. 

She was three times married, and had issue by only one of her husbands. The Leyboume 
family was extinct temp. Henry IV. But many families in Kent who held under that great 
family adopted six lions in their coats, with or without additional charges. One of these 
families was Savage of Bobbing, who bore arg., six lions rampant sa., and this shield is probably 
for Sir Arnold Savage, Speaker of the House of Commons temp. Henry IV, who was in his coat 
armour represented in the Chapter House windows. He married Joan, daughter of William 
Echyngham of Echyngham. 

The shield is a beautiful example of dexterity in filling the field with the charges. 

273. A hawk’s lure. PI. XXXII, fig. i. 

Scarlett, fol. loL A., fol. ifi**. 

W. blazons arg., a hawk's leure gu., and ascribes to Fitz-Payne following Jenyns’s Ordinary, 
no. 194. 

The object is beautifully rendered, and W. gives a sketch of it in his margin, but it is not 
at all equal to the original. 
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>j,\, 'I'hrcc (.’iiujiiotoils. 

W. biw'ons //ww timpitfoth sa., ««</ om\ aiul ascribes to Dike, but pvcs no reason lor 

UcgftiuUJ cle Dike having married Lora, widow of Sampson mte 
20 Edw. III. He appears to have purchased property in Kuiland, and 
Speared in K« .a/e/n/il flenrj* IV. It is as probable that these me tlic arms of Hardolph as 

impaled at no. 560. 

37v A bend cotintor embattled. 

Scarlett, fol. to'*. A„ fol. iS*-. C., fol. ii. H;..,fol.20. • lor 

W. blazons a fmbutlUd my., and ascribes to VValeys. but gives no reason lor 

^ A^mUy c( W«lcys held the manor of Thmiington by Cnolcrbory. but IhU wns cortoinly not 

*^^'lt may be noted how the rib of the vaulting runs into the base of this shield. 

376. 'I'hree bars nebuly. 

A., fol. I8^ c., fol- **- Ha., fol. ao. rtLt ii... 

W. blazons inirr^ iMff o/idx, or andM., and asenhes to Sir WnUam Blount of W ' 

But he lived at a umeli later period, though the family was no doubt of diauicuon temp. 

Henry IV. m vi i (• 

277. On a pale a dcmi-liir.ic erect In dexter idiief .a crosskl litchy. 1 1. X1.1. hg. 5. 

Scarletti fol. lot A., fol. 18**. C., fol. i t. Ha-, fol- 11 *:/ l - m 

W. blazons my., on u pate s<t ,.? lirnty luty rnvt eoupe*l or, on the tlexiera aoss croslet fihbregxa, 

and ascribes to Gascoigne. ... 1 . • . 1 

This is found again at no. ^7. Without the crosslet it is at no. 331, and with an annulet instead 

of Uie crosslet atno. 3.^* The well-known Lord Chief Justice Gascoigne was eld«t son of 
WilliamGascoigneofHarcwbod in Yorkshire, and no.331 may tm asen^d to him. Husyoun^r 
brothcr William’s thini son Richanl married the heiress of Ellis of Huntslet, \ orks.. and for 
dilTcrence addetl o irosslet fitchy sa. in dexter chief, as on a brass at New College, Oxford. The 

artist here and at no. 347 of 't h 

The shield no.^ may be assigned to another brother of the Lo^ Chief justice, mz. John, fifth 

fi^m of William, who differenced with an annulet sai/e. He was in holy orders. 

278. Three lion.s pjissiinl guardant, a bordure. 

A., fol. iq\ C., fol. II. Ha., fol. tg. ,. , i.- 

W blazons yw., three lions /ktssant gaurdant in pale to-, a bordnrt arg., and he notes dial this 

«,al rvasboroc by Wmond. son of K.ng Ed^nl 111, by hU »ons, ^ 

Their estates titecended by his daughteriwdio was heir to her brothers! to the H.illaniis, who 

with the earldom assumeil these arms. 

The earlier form ofthe arms of Holland is quartered at 00.98. j 

This shield is in a stale of almost complete decay. It occurs again alone at nos. 496 and 
It is impaled at nos. 666. 755.769. 771, 77a, B.**, and E.** 

279. Fitzalan quartering Maltravers (as no. 230). 

A., fol. I9\ C., fol., II. Ha., fol. 19 

280. Quarterly a bend. 

k., fol. 19'’. C., fol. II. Ha„ fol. 30 . ... 

W, bUi/oos <jt4atM'ly or atuJ<t inititf/tt anci ascribes to Clavcnng, hut gives no reason 

for so doing," 
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This shield occurs eight times in the cloisters. At no. 632 it is as here. At nos. 524, 619. 
620 and 633 there i^a cre^scent in sinister chief for difference. It is found ^h a bordure at nos. 
S’and 5S It appears from no. 619 that a Leventhorpe married one of this 
?t was, and from na 629 that a Leventhorpe of another branch married an heiress of this famil). 

281. A fess fretty. 

A., fol. i 9L C., fol. II. Ha., fol. 20. 

W. blazons gtt., a fess orjreitee as., but does not ascribe. 

The same coat occurs again nos. 359 and 518. • . .u u- 1^ 

It may be noted how here, as in. no. 275, the rib of the vaulting runs into the shield. 

282. Barry of five. 

A., fol. 19, draws as three bars gemel. C., fol. ii. Ha., fol. 19. 

W. describes as three bars gemelles, but does not ascribe. 

It is extremelj' difficult to know what the sculptor meant. He 
has ridged and chamfered the projecting portions of the shield out 
of all knowledge. It would be almost possible to assert with 
confidence that the shield is not three bars gemel. It may be 

compared with nos. 295 and 354. . , ^ • o 

The arms of Maidstone College are said in Arch. Cant., 1, p. 180, 

to be as., three bars gemelles or. 

283. A chevron between three cocks heads erased. 

A., fol. I9^ drawn as a chevron between couplecloses and birds’ 
heads’. C., fol. ii, a chevron between eagles’ heads. Ha., fol. 19. 

lions’ heads erased. 

W. misdescribes as hawks’ heads. 

The ridging of the chevron gave rise to the mistake in A. 

284. St. Lo (as no. 73). . ^ r, „ r, 

A., fol. 19, draws as two bars gemel. C., fol. ii. Ha., lol. 19. 

285. A chevron engrailed between three martlets. 

A., fol. 19. C., fol. II. Ha., fol. 19. 

W. calls them birds only. He does not asenbe. , ,, 

Scarlett notes in a window in the cathedral as., a chevron cngratlcd behveen three martlets atg. 

This is ascribed to Shelving in Arch. Cant., iv, 258, and xv, 29. 

286. A cross ermine (as no. 153). 

C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, omit the ermine. 

W. does not notice that the cross is ermine. 

A.’^ A cross engrailed. 

C., fol. II. Ha., fol. 19. 

A shield not noticed by W. 



Shield no. 282 


Compartment 18. 

287. Ufford quartering Willoughby (as no. 235). 

C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. 20. 

288. chevron ermine between three wolves (?) rampant, those in chief respect¬ 
ing one the other. PI. XXXVI, fig. 6. 

Scarlett, fol. lo*", colours the field and the animals or, as does^A-, fol. 18'’. C., fol. ii, and 
•Ha., fol. 20, make the animals squirrels, and ascribe to Grenford. 
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W btazunH n fittvroii ermtiirv, iittrr Hu tt Horn nwifHinl jii., thf Uw m thuf rtsf>fflmg I'ltih 
othrr, aiul ascribes to Norlanil, but gives no irasoti for so dojng. ^ 

The arms of Crenfortl are sometimes give n as gu.. *> ihrvron tnniur. bftiwrn thrct awtw 
///«' tteo in rhMwmlHUant, and ns the i“oU>urs arc thr same as those in Scailcti and A, Hn n«U:rs tt 
probable that the ascription in C. is correct. Compare the aniniala here with the bons in no. 399 
and the animal in no, 29- 
Vere (a.s no. 16). 


A., fol. l8^ C, fol. II. H.a., fol. 20. 

There is an ap|M;ainnre as if an annulet was 
stone. See also no. 387, 


above the star, hut it may only b«‘ a mark in the 


2QO. no. 11)5. 

A., fol. 18. C... fol. II. 

291. Frctty. 

A., fol. i 0 \ C., fol. II. 


Ha., fol. 29. W. miadescribes an<l calls Dclahay. 

I la., fol. 20. VV. blazons at., frfiitv afg., and ascrilxrs to Echinghuip, 


292. A cross l)f)toiiny. 

A., fol. 18. C., fol. Ii. Ha., fol. 20. 

W. blazons gn., a cross Itollotux ot, and ascribes to Bokyngham. 

Johu Itokyngham was prebend of Pre^iton in thrchurdi of Sarum. and Ihcn Bi-shop of Lincoln 
ami Keeper of the Pri\T Purse. He had a legacy under Archbishop Courtenay's will. He was 
translated to Uchfield, a sec of less value than Lincoln, and in disgust retired to Christ Church. 
Canterbury, and became a monk there, but died almost at once. loth March, 1397. By his will 
he gave a valuable donation to the calhtrdral, and desired to be buried in the lower end of the 
nave, vs'here was a brass to his memorj’ on which Scarlett found these arms: (it France and 
England qtiarUrly : <a) a ftss betzcccn six rzv.-«/t/a or; 131 a ovss Moimv or : (4) sexrn masclcs, f, f. 
and /, or. His executors founded the chantry he had intemled, where prayei*s should be said 
for him and his parents, for Kdward 111 , for ‘ITiomas do Beauchamp, Earl of Warwick, and for 
Henry de Ferrers, Lord of Groby. 

The shield occurs again at nos. 428 and 785. Scarlett recoitk it in a window in the Chapter 
House. 

293. A liend cotised dancelty. 

A., fol. iB?’. C., fol. II, and Ma.. fol. 20. draw os a bend of 
lozenges. 

W. does not blazon or assign 

This has some resemblance to the coat of Summden (sec no. 

247), but it is more probable that it is sa,, a hemi arg., betoxcti 
hint coiises damrJty or, for Clopton. St'rc also tlic next shield. 

2«.>4. No. 293 hupalhig a liend (gobony?) iK^twt^en two 

cotises, in .sini.ster chief a crescent. 

At fol. i8\ C, fol. 11, and I b-i., fol. 20. both draw as a bend 
engrailed impaling a bend. 

W.describcs the impaled coal as ivoo Ixvdltls, ttt 1 hic/a crestetd. 

See no. 307. 

295. Barry of six. 

A., fol. 18^. C., fol. II. Hbm lol. 20. 

W. blazons banre of six, gu. and a*g„ and ascribes to Bir* 
lingiuini, but gives no reason. 

The shield may be compared witli nos. 282 and 354. 

\*oi.. txvi. 3 s 
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206. 

297. 


298. 


209. 


300. 


301 - 

302, 

303- 

304. 

305. 

306. 

307 ' 


Not fouorl. \V. dcscribefi it as no. 235, 

A bend golwny cotised, in sinister chier a mullet. 

A.. foL i7\ C.. lol. 11. and Ha., fnl. 20, draw as a W fhtquy. 

W. docs noi blazon or name. 

See no 307. 

A bend goUmv cotised, a Iwrdure. 

A., fol. if.. C.,"lol. II, and Ha,, fob so. draw as a plain bend and bordurc. . 

W. does not blazon or name. 

Sec no. 307. 

Within a pair of liames the letters rir. PI; XXX\’, fig. j- 

Scarlett, fol. io\ shows x%x A., fol. 18, yit C,, fol. 11, and Ha., fol. ar^, omit the letteni. 

W, docs not bbzon or ascribe, but gives a drawing in the margin, noi equal to the original. 
See no.'6i6. 

A chevron Ix-twecn three lozenges. 

A., fol. 18 C.. fol. II. Ha., fol. 20. . , „ r 

W. docs not blazon or ascribe, but points out that two letters Pa..., part of a name, remain 

close to the shield. 

But these letters do not appear to be contemjxirarj’. The arms, howei'cr, of Pa^* arc 
(I ftxi bitwdnt three luztttges sa. 

Mortimer (as no. 174). 

A., fol. 18. C.. fol. 11. Ha., fol. ao 

lliree rountlek 

A., fol. ia G., fol. 12. Ha.,fol. ao. 

W. blazons or, three torteaux, tnv md one, and ascribes to Courtenay. 

It is unusual 10 find the coal without the label. It occurs again, however, at no. 597. 

Monlacute (as no. 171). 

A., fol. 18. C . foL la. Ha., fol. ao. 

, A chevron ermine. 

A., fol. 18. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

U may be as., a chevron ermhte for Lodbrooke 

Lesnes Abbey (as no. 34 )- * ^ ^ • 

A.; fol. 18. C.. fol. II, and Ha., fol. ao, draw m a fish hauriant. 

A plain coat tjuarUring no. 297. 

A,. foL ta 

A bend gobony, cotised, in sini-stcr chief a crescent. 

A., Ibl. 17. C.. fol. II, and Ha., fol. ao. draw as a bend chequy. 

W. docs not blazon or ascribe. . , , , e,u 

It does not seem doubtful that Uiis b the coat of John Uventhorp. Esq., who was one of the 
executors of Hcho* W and Henry V, He appears U* have come from a feindy m 'Yorkshire, 
whose arms were ar^., a bend R,dHmy gn. and sa., ifJween tm codses gu He, ^ing a >'ounger 
son, differenced with a cresi^cnt in sinbter chief. He was Receiver of the Duchy of Uncaster, 
and held other positions of trust, and established himself at Sawbndgeworlh, Herts., and sat m 
knight of the shire for Hertfordshire. His brass remains at Sawbndgewoi^. On rt sUll remmn 
the royal arms and the arms of the Duchy of I^ncaster, viz.: England with a label of France (as 
at no 481) Underneath Cussans notes the arms of l.cvcnthorp. but he oimis any mention ol 
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a crescent, which should have been there. The other shield bore a fess between th-ee hs for 
Twychet, the family whose heiress he married. Her name was Katharine and she survive 
him He died in 1433. His will is at Lambeth, and he mentions therein : (i) his son John, and 
his wife Joan, and daughter Katherine; (2) his son William, and his wife Joan; (3) a son, Robert, 
who was dead, leaving two daughters, Beatrice and Agnes, and a widow, 

Robert Lee of Fittleworth, Sussex. He mentions his sister Agnes, Thomas his brother and 
three Leventhorps, whom he refers to as consanguinei met, viz. William, and Laurence, and Jo n 
brother of Laurence. His son John seems to have succeeded him at Sawbridgeworth, dying 
1484, and on his brass is this shield, no. 307, quartering no. 611, and also no. 307 quartering 
Twychet. If the father married two heiresses, as is very likely, it is rather disconcerting to find 
both their shields quartered on the son’s memorial. Cussans, in these shields, again 1 ° 

notice the crescent. As there is no shield of Tw3'chet in the cloisters it is fair to suppose that t e 

3 - and 6.,. With a crescent for difference it is here 
and at nos. 294, 625, 627, C.^’, and (with a label of three) 628; with an annulet for difference at 
nos 618 and 619 ; with a martlet for difference at no. 631; with a rose for difference at no. 308 , 
with a mullet for difference at nos. 297,306,614, 629, and (with a label of three) 621; with a bordure 

at nos. 298 and 638. 


308. Leventhorp; a rose for difference. 

A., fol. 17. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 21, draw bend as chequy. 

See no. 307. 

309 A fess between two lis in chief and three in base, and two lis on the fess. 

PI. XXXVIH, fig. 9. 

A., fol. I7^ C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, both assign to Deyv'ill. . ^ -u u 

W blazons the field and the lis on the fess or, and the rest gu., but he misde^ribes. He 
assigns to Deyvill, and refers to a seal (Harl. MS. 5805, fol. 396) with the arms of Evenngham, 

and those of De Eyvill dns de Egmanton. a , 1 

The sculptor has here added a third lis below the fess so as to fill the shield. As a rule only 
six are shown : 2, 2, and 2. 


310. 


Six lions rampant, a canton ermine. 

A., fol. I7^ colours the field az., and the lions or. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 21, both assign to 


Sherland. 

W. blazons az., six lions rampant arg., three, two, and one. 


a canton ermine, and ascribes to 


Shurland of Shurland, in Eastchurch, Sheppey. 

- The heiress of Shurland married Cheyney before temp. Henry IV, and the Cheneys some¬ 
times, as in the windows of Nettlestead Church, used this coat. It is Leybourne with a canton 
ermine. See no. 272. 


311. Leventhorp (see no. 307). 

A., fol. 17'’. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 21, draw bend as chequy. 

312. Three pales ; on a quarter three bars nebiily. 

A., fol. \'f. C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. 21. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. See next shield. 

313. As no. 312, with an annulet on the quarter for difference. PI. XXXVII, fig. 2. 

A., fol. \ f, C., fol. 12, Ha., fol. 20, all omit the annulet, as does W. 

These are probably shields of Bassett, who bore or, three pales gu., a quarter harry nebuly arg. 
and az. 
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314. A less dancetty. 

A., fol. 17, colours vt., a fess dancetty ermine, and assigns to Somers. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 
21, both make the fess ermine, but give no colour for the field. 

W. blazons arg., a fess dancettce gn., and ascribes to De Dene, who held Boughton Malherbe. 

The last of that name died 23 Edw. III. He is said to have married the daughter and heir of 
Shelving (no. 285). The family of Somers mentioned in A. was unknown temp. Heniy IV. 

315. As no. 291, an annulet for difference. 

A., fol. 17, colours field as. and fret arg., but gives no colour to annulet. C., fol. 12, and Ha., 
fol. 21, both draw wrong. 

W. blazons as no. 291, and makes the annulet or, and ascribes to Echingham. 

316. Sudbury (as no. 40). 

A., fol. 18. C., fol. 11. Ha., fol. 20. 

317. Barry of six. 

A., fol. I7^ C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, draw as barry of eight. 

W. blazons barree of six arg. and vt., and ascribes to Enghurst, who held the manor of Hen- 
hurst in Staplehurst from temp. Edward 11 to temp. Henry Vl. 

There is still in the church of Hoo St. Werburgh, in old glass, a shield of barry of six arg. and 
as. for Grey. 

318. Crusily fitchy, and in chief two mullets pierced. PI. XXXVT, fig. 9. 

A., fol. 18. C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, draw three mullets. 

W. blazons arg., six cross croslets fitchee sa., three, two, and one ; on a chief as., hvo mullets or, 
piercedgti., and ascribes to William de Clinton, Earl of Huntingdon, Lord Wai'den, who acquired 
considerable property by marr3’ing Juliana, daughter and heiress of Sir Thomas de Leyborne, 
widow of John Lord Hastings of Bergavenny. W. cites a seal of 6 Edw. HI of William de 
Clinton, Dns de Allesley, with the arms in the cloisters, and round the shield eight lions rampant, 
derived from the arms of the wife (see no. 272). 

There is no indication in the shield in the cloisters of a chief, but the shield as blazoned by 
W. was, according to C., fol. 3, in stained glass at Sittingbourne Church. 

319. A fess cotised between two bars gemel. 

A., fol. I7^ draws as three bars gemel. C., fol. ii, and Ha., fol. 20, draw as barry of ten. 

W. blazons as arg., three bars geniels gu., and assigns to Cifrewast. 

The shield cannot be described as three bars gemel. It is possibly an erroneous rendering 
of Badlesmere, as quartered at no. 585. 

320. Barry of six ermine and - . 

A., fol. i-f. C., fol. II, and Ha., fol. 20, omit the ermine. 

W. blazons barre'e of six ermine and gu., and ascribes to Husee, but gives no reason for the 
ascription. 

The shield occurs again at no. 343. See also no. 149. 

321. Quarterly a bend and a bordure. 

A., fol. l7^ does not show the quarterly. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 20, omit the quarterly and 
make the bend gobony. 

W. misdescribes. 

This is shield no. 280, with a bordure. 
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North-west Angflc. 

jerusalerti Beaumont (see no. 255), PI- XXX\ , fij^. 7. 

A., fol. i 6 ^ C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 20, omit the lis. r, 

W. says as no. 355, wliinli is not so: here is no extra crow, and here the •iharlil ol ncaumonl 

h correctly powdered with lb. See p 544. • 1 v x* v' \ • 11 t c 

As no. ,714, with an annulet on the ttscullop tor dtfierenoc. PLXXXv lH.ng. i. 
A., fol. C., fol. la, Ha., fol. 21, all omit iIh* annulet. . . • u 

W. omits to notice the annulet, but remarks that part of a name, Gilb . is near the shield. 

On a Vtend three fleurs dc lis. PL XXXV 11 » I3> 


A., fol. 16^. C. fol. 12. Ha., fol. ai 

W. blazons arff., on a Umi .vo.. (htt flfun >U Us or, and ascribes to Shelton, but gives no 

reason for so doing- , r 1 i. j 1 »» r l- .. 

This occurs again by a different carver at no, 475 - •I*’”” of Lssex, 

a connexion of Cobham of Sterborough. lie bore the coat as blazoned by W., but with tlie 

bend ac. instead of sa. 


32v Ab no. 265. PL XXXIl, fiy^. 7 * 

A., fol. I6^ C., fol. 13, and Ha, fol. 21. omit the billets. 

326. A chevron betm-:cn ten cro.sse.s patty. 

A, fol. C., fol. 13 . Ha., fol. 31 . .uk f 1 r 

VV. blazons or, a rhciron gnUs, inltr tm crosses .-<ri, and ascribes to Mereworth, a family of 

large possessions in the county, and heretlitary chamberlains to the .Archbishops of Canterbury 

at their tnlhronization. 1 . • 1 . m i • 

'Hie same shield occurs again at m>s. 413. 440, and 605. The last is close to Malriiiuns at 

no. 606, and as Malmains was heir to Mereworth the ascription is confirmed. But the resemblance 

of the shield to that of Berkeley is obvious. 


327. BaiT}‘ of six. 

A., Vol. i6\ C , lol. 12. Ha . lol. 21. «... / 

W. blazoas hirrc'e of 5i,x. or mu/ <ic., and ascribi-s to Penbruge, but gives no ruason for so 

doing. 

See no. .417* 

^28, Musvhamp (as no. 27). 

A-, fol. j6‘’. C., fol. 12, and 1 la., fol. ai, draw as bats. 

321). Barry of twelve, three escutcheons. PL XL, fig. 8. 

A., fol.i6\ C, fol 12. Ha., fol 21. 

W. blazons /tfirrrr ofttoclve nrg. andgu,, Hirtt r-sfufclteans or, /uw ana one, and ascribes to I tall. 
The family of Hall that bore these ami.s was of Heme. There is a brass at Heme to Sir 
Peter Halle, who die«l about 1420. Tin: inscription is conveniently genealogical, giving the name 
of his wife'as Elizabeth, daughter of Sir John Walejns by Maigaiet, daughter of Sir John 
Seynclere. The shields on this brass, and on that of Sir Pctcr‘.s s*in at Thanington, show iliat 
iHith the ladies were heiieiises. Botli brasses show the arms of I lalle as here. 


330. Three Kattlc-axes erect. 

A.. foL l6^ (*., fol 12. Ha., fol. 21. 

W. blazons sa., three battfe-<txes or. t:i<o and one, and asi nln-'s to Hall. 

Bui the family of Hall with this coat only apptaixd in Kent at a much later date, and it is 
more probable that ilicy are tlie arms of Waller Gibbes, a legatee of iArchbiiihop Courtenay, 
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who Immx* iinp., ihtxt (hUIU-ox/is (Gibbes of Devon). He may have come from Devonshire with 
ihc archbishop and c.stablidled himself in Kent, as very shortly allt-r a family of Gibbes with tlib 
coat is found at Dovci' and at Capcl Ic Feme. 

551. Gascoigne (set,* no. 277). 

A., fol. t6\ C, fol. 13 . Ha., fnl. ai. , 

W. blazons as he iloes no. 277, but omitting the crosslel litchy. 

This sliicld lataring no difference may be assi^ed to Gascoigne, L.C.J. 

332. St. Lo (as no. 73). FI. XXX\ II. fig. 4 - 

A., fol. 16. C, fol. X2 Ha., fol. 21. 

W. describes tlic fess as voided. 

333. Scutlamorc (as no. afki). 

A., fol. 16. C., fol. 12. Ha., ltd. 21 

334. As no. 70. 

A., fol. 16. C., fol. 12. Ha., lol. II. 

W. misdescribes. 

335. On a chevron three mullets pierced. 

A-, fob 16. C.f fol. 12. Ha, lol. 21. 

W. blazons ae., 011 n rheunM arg., thtxt mtilltis sa„ and ascribes lo Roberts. 

Thai family had scarcely established its fortunes ai Ilawkhurst so early as 1400. It is more 
likely that the shield is a variation of Cobham. See no. 46. 

33f). Lcvcrick (as no, 2iy), 

A., fol. i& C., fol.)i2, and Ha., fol. 21, draw the heads a» roses. 

W. blazons gu ,« rhn ivn inter three {cvfxt^'J<tm arg., and ascribes to Thowested, but gives 
no reason for so doing. 

The next shield strcugU>i:MS the probability that this is Leverkk. 

The present one has been a beautiful example of heraldic sculpture, but urifuitunately it is 
much damaged. One of the leopard’s faces is intact imd is extremely attractive. 

337. Three fliigons. FI. XXX\T 1 , fig. 5, 

Scarlett, foL to^. A., fol. 16'’. C, fol. 12. 11 a., fol. at. 

W. blazons arg,t three Jlaggom sa., fnv amt one, and awribes to Richard Clilheroe of Cold- 
Stanton in Ash, who was sheriff 4 Hen. IV, and ims admind 7 Hen. IV. 

Tlie remains of his brass is at Ash next Sandwich, and on it was this shield, drawn in C., 
fol. 1, as atg., three ttnrreei cttf>s sa. It was also in the windows of the church. 

33X, A Ics.s counter-embattled hcD^^ecn three crescents. 

Scarlett, fol. lo*. A., fol. 16^. C, fol 12, and Ha., fed. 21, only cmbiiulc the upper side of 
the fess. 

W, does not blazon or ascribe. 

TIu: arras of William Welde, Abbot of St- Austins 1389-1405. C., fob 41, notes them us in 
a window of the church of bi- Niclmlasat Wade; coloured iVg.,aJesswiinUr-embattUd betteem 
thfve araerntsga. 

33y. iLs no. 175. 

z\.. fob 16. C., fob 12. 1 la., fob 21. 

340. As no. 275. 

Am fob 16. C, fob 14. Ha, fob 34. 

3-11. A saltire embattled. 

A-, fol. 16. W. does not blazon or ascribe. See no. 7> 
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3No. 3-^ c, with a lal)<*l of three. 

A- foil ij**" f-’t f®i" ^* 4 * Hfli, fol. ^ 

343. As no. 320. 

A, l«>l. 16. 

344. Gascoigne as no. 33 >. annulet for difference in dexter duel. 

A., fol. ts\. 

W, blazons as he does no. 377. giving ihe annulet as jQW. 

Sen no. 277. The fish’s head is often descrilKMl as a conger's head. 

345. A griffin segreant. 

A., fol. i6v gives coloursnr, r 

W. blazons or, a griffin segreant az., and assigns to Bnset. which family held the manor of 

Wcllhall in Eltliam/rw/. llenr>» 1 . . . ui .u .. .u- • 

There is no reason why their arms should be in the eloisters. and it is probable that this is 

intended for Collcin. C. fol. 37. notes in the wimlow.s of *e chuj-ch of Doughton under Blcan, 
William Colk’m of Colkin. in his tabard of arms,^//., W gr$^n^iYtuit arg. 1 his alndd is also 
on the brass ol John Colkim, who dietl iBth April, i 4 «> shll in the church. 

346. Cockficld (its no. 182). 

fol* 

^47. Gascoigne (as no. 277). 

' A., fol. 17. C., fol. 12. Ha., foil 21. 

448. Clifford (as no. 251), 

A.;Tol. 17. Cl, fol. 12, Ha., fol. 21. 

340 . No. 348, with a liordurc. 

A., fol. 17* ft)l. 12. I la., fol. at. •»!»-» r 

W. blazons efirtptet or and az., a /ess and a bordttrt gn,, and ascribes to Koberi Clinord of 

Bobbing, sheriflT t Hen. IV, . 'ru 

He is said to have Ix’eii brother of Kicliard Clifford, Bishop ol London (see no. The 
branch of the family of Clifford which established itself at Bobbing differenced wiA a Iwrdure 
mites. Robert was probably .son of Lewis de Clifford, who appears iiV rpH S. with this c^t. 
The name Lewis was vciy common in this branch of the family. Their coat as blazoned by W. 
was in the windows of Betshanger Church (C., fol. 341 - B ‘s on a brass at Chartham.. 


350. As no. 79. 

A., fol. 17. 

351, A fcss.nnd in chief three roundels. 

W. blazons arg., a frs* as, in chief iltnv loHeanx, and ascribes to Kit/, Dcring in his margin, 
and in his note to Sir Richard Dcring of Westbrooke, Uculenani of Dover Castle. W. ciu-s 
u seal of Richard fitz Dcring tie Haut, from a grant dated 19 Hen. Ill, but (even a-ssuming that 
it is not a fmgciy, as Mr. Streatfeild Uioughl) It is difficult to see how that shows these ever to 
have been the anus of Dcring. Hasted (vol. iii, p. 322) reads de Hayi in order to support his 
account of the tlesccnt of the manor of Heaton. A mst of the seal is in the British Museum. 

The coat duly appears in the fine cxhibiiioii of bogus heraldry, Arch, i anl,, x. 339. The shield 
in the cloisters may be for Langley (sec no. or for Devereux las no- 704), or for John Colvitir 
(as in S.}, or, a frss gn., in chief three tortcanx. He apiwars to have held tlie manor of Street in 

Lymnc. 
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352. I’aly (>l six; on :i less, three mullets 

A., fol. 17. C-, fol 12. lla., Jr>|. vi. 

W, bltuon& piUi* ty' w.v or ttiui as,, on n t/nvf nnitUfs otf;., piermi, ;»ni| to 

Clanvowc. but gi\’cs no toaMui for so doing. 

Poly, Uktiy ojmx nry and as,, on a /ess gn., three nni/lr/s pieiredor, is recorded in Ilorl. MS. 
^17 as at Linstoad Church for Sewcr.s or Sewards, a family holding a manor in Unstcud called 
Sewards. This coat occurs again at A.^ 

35.^ Ciintilupe (as no 192). 

A., fol. 17, gives colouis. tscc no. i92>. C., fol. la. Ha., 
fol. 31 . 

354. As no. 282. 

A., fol. »7, draw.*, as three bars gcincl. C.. fol. 12. Ila., 
fol. 21. 

W. blazons loiritr of six arg. and so., and asenbes to 
I h>sicrlcy, giving no reason for so doing. 

Compare nos. 282 and 295. 

355. A chevron between three fj^arland.s. 

A., fol. i6. C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. at, 

W. says *as no. 136*, but it rs not so. 

See remarks under no. 136, and compare nos. 397 and 613. 

A.» Poynin^s t/Uiificrhtji Fitzjtayne (as no. 152), 

A., fol. 17. C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 2i. 

A shield Mol noticed by W, Sec no. 152. 

(’OMPAiriMEXT 20. 

3.sb. On «'i chief a roundel between two stags' hotids cabossed, (pitarteriu^n chevron 
between si.x roundels in chief and four in biTse. 

A„ fol. i5\ C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W blazons / mid 4, arg., on a rJdef gu,. fw shifp,’ heads eoMed or 1 Poplwin); 2 and t, gtt., 
l>e:anh'€ « chevron or fZouchc of Dent. 

See next sdiicld. 

357 - Pfipham (as in nf>. 35O), semv of roundels. 

A., fol. i5\ 

W, blazons the quartered shield hezantet, and assigns to /.ouclic. 

This same shield occurs at no. 701. .louche xvith a canton ertnine is at nus, .|oi .tiid 433. 
bs^'c that in each case in the cloisters Popham has^a roundel between the stags' heads, In 
the Rouen roll, no. 53, * Mounsyer John Popham' bears a quarterly »'oat, in which / and 4 arc 

^ 2 3 in no. 356, while 3 and t are Popham with Uiis roundel or bezant It is not noticed 

by W or ui the manuscripts. 

3 .s?<. On a fess Iietwccn three annulets three mullet.s pierced. 

A., lol. 15*’. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

Vy. blazons arg., m a /ess inter three annulets so., ax nnniv mullets oJ the first pietreti, and 
ascnlies to Fogge. ^ * r i 

No doubt for Sir Thomas fogge. who died in 1407 and was burietl in the nave. He was 

with John of Gaunt in Spain 1386. and sal for the county frequently. He gave ^20 toward.s Uie 
CJiapicr House, where hi.s arms remain: hia wife Joan, daughter and heu of Sir Stephen 
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Valoignes, who survived till 1425 and was buried beside him, gave £20 to each monk of Christ 
Church. In the list of subscribers in 1369-71 to the nave (Canterbury Letters, vol. ii, p. 488) it is 
recorded that Lady Joan Foggegave £^. 135.4^/. ‘ pro animabus ’ of Isabel, Joan, and Joan (Fogge). 

A full account of the Fogges will be found in Arch. Cant., v, 112. This shield occurs again at 
nos. 520 and 810, and it is instructiv’^e to note how the annulets are rendered. 

359. As no. 281. 

A., fol. i 5L C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

360. A lion rampant debruised by a bend. 

A., fol. 15. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons or, a lion rampant gu., debruised by a bendlct az., and ascribes to Delapole, but 
gives no reason why. 

The shield occurs close by at no. 368 with the field ermine. There is no trace of ermine 
here. If these be Delapole shields it is not surprising to find them in this compartment with 
nos. 369, 379, and others. 

361. An escutcheon within an orle of mullets pierced. 

A., fol. 15^ C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons gu., an escutcheon inter six nndlets or pierced, and 
ascribes to Chamberlayne, but adds no note of reasons. 

362. Three bars. 

A., fol. i 5L C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons arg., three bars sa., and ascribes to P'rogenhall. 

That family did not bear such a coat, but two bars and a chief. 

363. A bend engrailed between two bulls’ heads erased. 

Scarlett, fol. lo'*. A., fol. 15'’. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons vt., a bend engrailed inter two bulls' heads erased 
arg., and ascribes to Staresacre without comment. 

364. Three winnowing fans. 

A., fol. i 5L C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons az., three tvinnoiving fans or, hoo and one, and 
notes that on the rib is inscribed ‘ Harfleet alius Sepvan ’, and 
ascribes the shield to Gilbert Septvan of Moland, who was 
surnamed Harfleet. 

The inscription with its ‘ alius ’ should have roused W.’s suspicions. The family of Harfleet 
was quite unknown temp. Henry IV. The shield is no doubt that of Sir William Septvans of 
Milton next Chartham, who, dying in 1407, was buried in the cathedral. The shield occurs 
again with a crescent for difference no. 514. 

365. Pretty vair. PI. XXXVTI, fig. 12. 

A., fol. 15. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

This is apparently the shield of Edmund Hoorne, often bailiff of Canterburj'^ (1382, and at 
inter\’als till 1410). John de Horn was knight of the shire 6 Hen. IV. The coat, gu., fretty 
vair,\Nas borne by Sir John de Hoorne temp. Edward I and Edward II, and was formerly (Harl. 
MS. 3917) in the windows of the church of Horton Kirkby. The shield occurs again, no. 501. 

366. Two bars gemel, in chief a lion passant. 

A., fol. 15. C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. 25, only draw two bars. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe, but he says the lion is passant guardant, which it is not. 

VOI.. I.XVI. 3 T 



Shield no. 363. 


5 M THK HHRALDKY IN THE Cl.()ISI'HK.S OF THE 

Thort IS nt no. 7.^1 a shield like this, hut ihc siirfao* lias so i^'n'slurd llial If is impossible to 
be certain how many bar.'; it oi iginally showed. Trego/c bore tu<i> hars/aemrt, anti in chief 
a hint ftassant nr. 'Iliat family appear e. 1400 to have owned the manor of Boiighton Malherbe, 
of which John Tregoae dieil Hn/ed 5 I Imi, IV 

.V>7. Tw<.* (:hcvron.s bt-twirn three roses. 

A., fol. 15. 

W*. I.ilazons arj^.. fwo ehn>roneh or., inter three txmes gtt., and ascribe.s to ClifTi»ril, relying 00 
Scailfu's notes, hill a eairfiil exainiiiaiion of the manuscript leads to tile conclusion that the 
shield does not liclong lu the name * Ricard ClifTonl Episropiis* which is Inmeath it. The shield 
here is so clearly that of William of Wykeham tliat it is difficult to Hupimse it c<>ulti l>c assigned 
to any one else than Ihr ilistittgiii.shed arrhitect of Queenborough Castle, who, mm-covcT, wa.*? 
a recipient of a legacy under Archbishop CoiitirnM3'’s will, '(’lie shield of Bishop ClifTord is well 
known from his seal. See no 443. 

3<j8. As no. 3f»o, hut with a field ermine. 

W. says as no. 360, hut it is not. 

See no. 3i5a Both shields arc magnificent ‘<peiHmens of heraldic sculpture. The bend hen* 
is somewhat perished, and raises the question wlu-lhcr it w.t 5 not put on in plaster after the lion 
W’OS car\’efl. 

369. Barry nebuly of six. 

G., fol. 14. I la., fol. 35. 

W, blazons barrfy nehnUc of six or and t/., and ascrtiies to Hawberk. 

Tlir OATripticin is veiy doubtful. It docs not seem to lia\'e been the slileld borne by Sir 
Nicholas, who was husband to Joan t)cla|Hilc. In fact, this shield more rcsomhh.-b Ihe arms of 
l>cbpolc as at no. 58. 

37a Three dishes or annulets. FI. XXXTX, li]^. 6. 

W.d ocs not decide winch, and in view of nos 358and 520 it is iinpo.s.sihl(; to be certain that they 
are dishes. If they are. the coat is piobaldy lor Siamlbh In the Rouen roll, Hugh Staudish 
In.'ars az.. three didies ar^., with a laM of three ot, A coat o| llircc annulets is difficult to assign, 

371. Ermine, on a bend cotised Uiree tnullels pierced. 

A., fol. 15, <nnils ermine .mil shows no cotises, C., fol. T4- Ha„ fol. 25. 

W; docs not notice the; ermine or the cotisses. 

It is possible that, as the top mullet projects quite outside the bend, it « not ctniscd, but 
merely ridged for ornament 

372. Mortimer (fnarteringdc Burgh (.soo no, 1S7), 

Cs fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25 

W. sa)-s * as no. 187 which is not quite correct. 

It may be observed ih.il Mortimer has here tlnee bars not Intrry of six. 

37:^. Three garlxs. 

C, fol. 14. Ila., fol. 25. 

W. blazons or, three garbs two and one, ond ascribes to Comin witlioul remark. 

I fie shield occurs iigain at no. 707, where it is clearii' Omiyn. Comyn i.s also impaled at 
no. 705 and «|uartcred .it no. 682 This shield is again at no. 802. At nos. 373 and 802 there is 
no connexion to show that it is Cum>'n, and it may be suggested it is for Thomas B^Tkhed, 
rector of Hawkhurst, or John Dyrkhcdc, master of Coldiam College. The shield appears on 
tlie fine bra.ss of the fonner at Harrow, Middlesex, where he was afterwards rector, haring been 
presented thereto by an archbishop of Canterbury. The brass licars the arras of Archbishop 
Arundel without the engrailed bordurc, and at one time had the arms of Archbishop Chicheley, 
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of whom Thomas B^ rkhed was executor. The living of Harrow was one of the best in the 
archbishop’s gift, being held before Byrkhed by Guy de Mone and William Baunton, both dis¬ 
tinguished clerics and executors of Archbishop Courtenay. The name Byrkhed appears to be 
a contraction of Birkenhead, which family bore sa., three garbs or, generally with a bordure. 
Birket and Bryket are variants of the name. 

374. Not found. W. says it is Mortimer (as no. 174). 

375. Columbers (as no. 117). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. calls Columbers, and blazons as Columbers is blazoned under no. 117. He adds no note*. 

376. Clinton (as no. 99). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons arg., on a chief git., tico mullets or, pierced, and assigns to St. John without comment. 

377. Oldcastle (see no. 58). 

W. blazons sa., a castle triple towered arg., and ascribes without comment to Samson. 

Having regard to no. 379 this is improbable. 

378. A cinquefoil, within an orle of eight crosslets, quarteriug a chevron between 
nine crosslets. 

C., fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 25, both draw three cinquefoils. 

W. blazons / and 4,gu., a cinquefoil within an orle of cross croslets or (Umfraville); 2 and j,gu., 
a chevron inter nine cross croslets or (Kyme); and points out that Robert de U mfraville married 
(temp. Edward II) Lucy, daughter of Philip de Kyme, who was ultimately heir to her brother 
William. 

There is a difficulty in seeing how the Gilbert de Umfraville, who was known as ‘ dns de 
Kyme ’ temp. Henry IV, and was slain at Bauge, had any right to the title or the arms. It 
is perhaps sufficient that he bore them. His arms appear in this form also at no. 429, and 
Umfraville alone at nos. 462 and 548, where of course the sculptors increase the number of cross- 
lets in the orle to fill their shields. Gilbert and his wife {? Maud de Lucy) were commemorated 
at the Arundel Chantry, along with Sir Simon Felbrigge and his wife. Gilbert was principal 
executor of Archbishop Arundel, and succeeded him as constable of Queenborough Castle. 

379. Cobham of Cobham (as no. 188), quartering Oldcastle (as no. 377). 
PI. XXXV, fig. 4. 

A., fol. 15. C., fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 25, draw the coats impaled, not quartered. 

W. blazons / and 4 gu., on a chevron or, three lions rampant sa. (Cobham); 2 and 4, arg., a castle 
triple towered sa. (Oldcastle); without comment. 

See no. 58. 

380. On a bend three crosslets fitchy, in sinister chief a crescent. 

A., fol. 15. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

This may be for Walter Causton, who bore arg., on a bend sa., three crosslets fitchy arg., in 
sinister chief a crescent sa.for difference. He was master of Harbledown Hospital, and a legatee 
under Archbishop Courtenay’s will. 

381. A bend between two cotises. 

C., fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 25, do not draw the cotises. 

W. describes as a bend. 

The cotises are, as in no. 371, reasonably plain. 

3T2 


5 i6 TME heraldry IN THE CLOISTERS OF THE 

;:i82. a saltire engrailed between a martlet in' chief and another in base, and a 
rose on the dexter side and another on the sinister. PI. XXXVI, fig. i. 
ScarieU, fol to**. fol. 15 Ha., fot 25. 

VV*.' does not bla2on or ascribe. 

383. Three bends. 

C, fol. 15. lia., fol. 25. 

\V', bla/otiti iiz^./hiyr nr, amt tO' Mtr|)liam, 

The arms of the aiichbishop *327 33. llis elder brother, Edmund dc Mepliam, was rector of 
Urasted, where his mutilated slab (r. 1330) remains, as well as the arms as blazoned by W. in old 
stained glass. 

384. As no. 195. 

C, fol. 15, and I1 :l, fol. 25, draw the bend as engrailed. 

A.” As no. 332. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 35. . 

A shield not noticed by W. 


CoMr/VfilMFN’T 21, 

385. 'I'homas Duke of Clarence (as no. 1831. 

15, and I In., fol. 35, omit tlte ermine. 

W. says 'as 165which is not so. 

386. Three roundels, a label,of three. 

C., foL 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blaions oi, thr<t forieaiix, two tuiiiouf, a lotvl »J thn-f. pomls n:., and ascribes to Courtenay. 
This is the lirst time that this shield is met with ^onc and with a plain label Sec no. 765. 

387. Verc (as no. 16). 

C., fol 15. Ha„ fol 26. 

See remarks on no. 3H9. 

388. A lion rampant anowmed, charged on the shoulder with a martlet, a bordurc 
engrailed. PI. XXXVIH, fig. 4. 

C, fol 13, and I la., fol 26, omit the crown and ihc martlet. 

W. blaioas a lion romftanl arg., trumud or, u hurduri tugraiLui or, omitting to notice the 
martlet, i le'2scribcs.^witliout comment, to Garnet. ^ 

'rhi& ^t, without a martlet, but with roundeb on the bordure, b fuumi at no. 767, iint>aliiig 
tlie roj'al arms. Here it may l>c a form of Moinpcsson. 

389. Dospencer (as no. 218). 

C, fol 15. Ha;folael 

39a Pretty*. 

C., lol, 15, I la., fol 26. 

W. says ‘asno. 291and ascribes to Echingham. 

391. (.)n a chevron a mullet pierced f/itafieritig a cross engrailed between four 
water bougets. IT XL, fig. 7. 

C., lol. 13, and Ha., lol. 26, omit the mullets. 

W. blazons / d/it/y, or, on a cluvtvtt gN.,a mitUei oJth$JtrsJ charged tvti/i another sa. iSiafTord) j 
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2 and j, arg., a cross engrailed gn., inter four water budgets sa. (Bourchier); and ascribes to Sir 
Hugh Stafford, K.G., first husband of Elizabeth, daughter and sole heir of Bartholomew Lord 
Bourchier. W. says ‘ on his stall-plate formerly affixed in St. George’s Chapel, Windsor, were 
the same arms as above ’. 

Luckily the plate is still there and in no. xxvi in Sir William Hope’s collection. But the 
mullets are not pierced, and there is no mullet on the mullet, any more than in the cloisters. Sir 
Hugh’s marriage was in 1410. He died in 1420, so his shield may be assigned to c. 1413, as 
others in the cloisters. 

392. As no. 138. PI. XXXIV, fig. 6. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. blazons gtt., two lions passant or, and assigns without comment to Pedwardyn. 

393. Fitzalan quartering Warenne, as no. 189. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

394. A saltire. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons or, a saltire az., and assigns to Wittlesey without comment. 

Archbishop 1368-74. 

395. Clifford (as no. 251). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

396. Fretty a chief. 

W. blazons az.,frettee arg., a chief or, and assigns to St. Leger, who held, he says, Ulcomb 
under the Archbishop of Canterbury' from a period soon after the Conquest until 1691. 

The shield by a different sculptor is again at no. 417. According to C., fol. 23, it was as 
blazoned by W. in a window of Woodnesborough Church. A branch of the family held the 
manor of Woodnesborough. 

397. Barruly and three garlands. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons bamdce arg.and az., three chaplets git., and assigns to Greistock without comment. 
Ralph, Baron de Greystok married (temp. Henry IV) Catherine, daughter of Roger Lord 
Clifford (no. 395). 

398. On a bend a lion passant. PI. XL, fig. ii. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 25. , . c 

W. blazons az., on a bend or, a lion passant sa., and ascribes without comment to Scrope. 
This shield occurs again at no. 419. Obser\'e the shields with which it is there surrounded. 
The shield is assigned by Papworth, p. 255, to Henry, third Lord Scrope of Masham, who 
married after 1410 an heiress of Holland, from whose arms he may have adopted the lion. It is 
found coloured at times purpure instead of sable. He was beheaded in I 4 i 5 > date of this 

shield is c. 1413. See further no. 261. 

399. A chevron between three lions rampant, on it a mullet pierced. 

Scarlett, fol. 11, colours the field azure, the chevron gxdes, and the lions or. He gives no 

colour to the mullet. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 15. 1. j 1 

W. blazons arg., on a chevron gu., inter three lions rampant sa., a mullet or, and ascribes to 

Bourne without comment. 

This is certainly not the coat of Bourne of Kent. 

400. Uffbrd quartering Willoughby (as no. 235). 

A., fol. 14. 


5i8 the heraldry in the cloisters of the 

401. Zouchc of HanuRWorth (as no.ioK). 

C., fol. 15. {la., foi. 26. 

W. blazons bfsanfft, a canton ct mhir, and a-scribcs to Zouche with no noUr. 

See remarks on no. ao8,10 which It may be added that this very shield w'a.s on the seal of 
Kudo de Zoudie, clerk, 4 Rich. 11 . 

<-102. As no. 267. 

C., fol. 15. Ha„ fol a6 

W. describes as p*r/css itidciUdc, but does not j;ive any colours or ascription. 

Probably de Sandwich, no. 267. llioiii'li it my be observed that Brony bore ar^.; n chief 
mifttlrd ^u., and Archbl.«>hop Courtenay left a Ic'j^cy to one of dial name. 

403. As no. 15. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol 26 

W, blazons arfi„ seven ninst/ai uin/ttintdgu., three, three, and one, aiiil. assigns to Sir Reginald 
Binybrooke. who died 1405 and whose brass is at Cobham. 

Or it might be Robert Braybroki', Hifilu4> of London, one of Archbishop Courtenay's Icg-.ileos. 
Bui it might equally well in this compartment be Ferrers. 

404. Cainoi.s (a.s no. 176). 

C., fol 15. Ha., fol. 

405. Poynings (as DO. 231). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 36. 

W. misdescribes.. 

4<)0. I’wo bars. 

<}., fol. 15, and Ha., foi. 36, both draw as barry of six. 

W. also misdescribes as banry of six. 

See note 00 110, 143. *riiis may be for I tarcoun, gu., two bars or. 

407. A fess between six crosslets, (juatierivg chec|uy, a chevron ermine. 

C., fol. 15, Ila., fol. 35 

W. blazuiis / and a /ess hder six cross mtsiets or iBeauchanipl; j and j, chetiiw or and 

as,, a cheirtm emthtt I Warwick); hut udd» no note. 

The quartered coat is that of the Newburghs, lr 4 rih oj Warwick, from whom that title iIck* 
cended to the Bcjauchanips. 'I lus shield is no doubt for Richard Bcaucliamp, Earl of W'arwick 
from 1401. II is mother was a Ferrers (see no. 4C13), and he mamed a Berkeley (see no. 413). 

408. A lion nim])ant. 

A., fol. 13'. 

W. blazons W„ a iiou nunfmnt i»r, and ascribes without comincnl lu Robson. 

But here Is no wrtiind on ihc shoulder, as in stall-plalc no. xxix, and U is us proliablr dmt 
this is or, a lioti ramftant gu„ lor Sir Smioit Frlbrigge, who witli his wife was praj'ed for at 
Arundel’s chantry. 

40i> Fitzalan quarkring Maltrav<*ni (as no. 230). 

CX, fol. 15. I la.t foL 35. 

410. Three escalloi>s. 

C., fol. 15. I la., fol. 35. 

W,.blazons three timUups arg., tm and one, and ascribes wiilioui couimetu to Dacro. 

The chief is so ban: that it looks as if soniclhing ought to lie there, or, a.s tlte eiu’allops arc 
not so beautiful as sonic in Uk' cloit.ie», it may have l^n that the sculptor was nut such an 
artist MM some ol his fellows. Compare no. 48a and thb tdiicld with an engrailed bofdure at 
no. 138. 
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411. Three water lioiigets. 1^1. XL, fig. 5. 

Ct fol. *5. I la., fol. ag. 

W. blazon?* thnt loattr bui/grts (m» ami «««, and w so attracted by their mtisuc 
merit tlial hi' gives n sketch of one in his margin. lie ascribes to William I-onl Rt>Of«, who 
(lied in 1414. and w’as bvined in the cathedral, clo% to Anindel’s chantry. lie paints out Unit 
the family owned the manoi- of Kingsdowm by WroUmm. derived from the Badlesmeri*!*. Also 
the c.'irtle and manor of Chilham. and much other property in the county. The shield occurs 
again at nos. 439 and 598s mi\ qnarienng Badlcsmcre at no. 585. 

412. B(?aiichanip of Berg^avenny (a«» no. 253). PI. XL. fig. y. 

C„ fol. 15. and Ha., foi. 26, omit the creseent. • 

A chevron between ten aos-scs patty, .six above and foiir below. 

c.. fol. T 5 - fol. 26. . u . I 

W. blazons jp4.. 0 chamm infer (rtt crosses arg., and aAcnbes wjthout comment to Berkeley, 

Sec no, 407. 

A.*‘ Mortimer quarkritt^ l)c Burgh (as nt). 37?). 

NV. omits to notice this -shield. 

Compartment 22. 

414. Archbishop Arundel (as at no. 14). PI. XXX\ , fig. o- 

A., fol. 14* e.. fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 26, dniw wrung. 

W.saj's 'as no. 12'. which it is not. 

The cnifises on the pall .are wexfifehy. 

415. France qnarlerui^ England, within a bordiire gobony, charged at top with 
a mitre. PI. XXXV'II, fig. i. 

A., fol. J4\ omits mitre. C., foL ig and Ha., fol. 26, draw all wrong. 

W. blazons the bordurc gotHtnie arff. and hut docs not notice the mitre, ami ascribe** 
without comment to Beaufort. 

This is an extremely interesting sliield, which the mitre or on the atnre portion of the bordure 
at the top of the shield identifiii with llenr>' Beaufort, the illegitimate son of John of Gaum and 
lialf-hrothcr of Henry IV. He was by far the cleverest of John of Gaunt's ftons, and practically 
ruled the countiy till 1447. when he died. Uc w'as bishop of Lincoln from 1398 to 1404, then of 
Winchester till his dcalli. lading created cardinal in i4a6. 

416. P'itzalan quartering Maltr.'ivers (as no. 230). PI. XXX 1 \ , fig. 9* 

417. St. Lcgcr (aa no. 30). 

A., fol. i4\ 

418. Clifford (as no. 251). 

A., fol. 15, 

419. Scrope (as no. 30). 

A., fol. T5. C„ foL 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

420. Mortimer quartering Dc Burgh fas no. 372). 

A., fol. l4^ C., fol- 15. Ha., fol* 2b* 

W. says 'as no. 187'. which it Ib nut- 

421. As no. 267. 

A., fol. 15. „ , 

W. blazons or, a chief indenice and ascnlns without note to Butler, 

See no. 267. 
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422. Barry nebuly of six, 

A., fol. 15. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. says ‘ as no. 369 ’. 

But it is to be obser\'ed that here tliose parts are incised which in no. 369 are left projecting, 
and it may well be that that indicates a variation in colour, so that the coats are not intended 
to be the same. 

423. As no. 15. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. says ‘ as no. 403 ’. 

See obser\'ations on no. 403. 

424. A cross. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

425. Beauchamp of Bergavenny (as no. 252). 

C., fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 26, both omit the crescent. 

426. As no. 406. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. misdescribes as barry of six. 

427. Fitzalan Warenne (as no. uSp). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

428. Bokyngham (as no. 292). 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

429. Umfraville quartering Kyme (as no. 378). PI. XXX\T, fig. 12. 

430. The Priory of Christ Church, Canterbur}'. 

A., fol. 14, omits the 1. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. blazons as., on a cross arg., the letter y. surmounted by the letter i sa., and ascribes to the 
Prior}' of Christ Church. 

See a paper by Mr. Everard Green, now Somerset Herald, in Proceedings, xvi, 394. 

431. Montacute quartering Monthermer (as no. 232). 

A., fol. 14, assigns to Montague and M. Hermer. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 26. 

432. Poynings (as no. 231). 

A., fol. 14. 

433. Zouche of Haryngworth (as no. 208). 

A., fol. 14. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 26. 

434. As no. 390. 

A., fol. 14. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. blazons or, frette'e sa., and ascribes to Newenham, who held a manor of that name in 
Faversham. 

For ‘in’ read ‘near’. The family had long been extinct temp. Henry IV. W. ascribes no. 
390 to Echingham, and does not observe that that is quite close to Zouche (no. 401), as this is to 
no. 433. 

435. Ufford quartering Willoughby (as no. 235). 

A., fol. 14. 
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436. Vere (as no. 16). 

A., fol. 14, assigns to Vere. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

437. Quarterly-and vair, over all a bend ermine. 

A., fol. 14*’, omits the ermine. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 26, misdraw, making i and 4 blank, 
and 2 and 3 vair, a bend. 

W. omits to notice the ermine, and ascribes to Constable without remark. 

438. Camois (as no. 176). 

A., fol. I4^ C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

439. Roos of Hamlake (as no. 411). - PI. XXXIX, fig. 10. 

A., fol. I4^ C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

440. Berkeley (as no. 413). 

A., fol. 14'’. C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

441. Stafford (as no. 141). 

A., fol. i4\ C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

442. Courtenay (as no. 386). 

A., fol. I4^ 

443. Three eagles displayed, in chief a lis. 

A., fol. 14’’, omits the lis, as do C., fol. 15, and Ha., fol. 26. 

W. neither blazons nor ascribes. 

This shield with the lis in fess point occurs again at A.®* and B.®®, and probably no. 603 had 
a lis in chief, which has almost entirel}^ perished. There is little doubt that this is the coat 
adopted by Richard Clifford (brother of Robert Clifford of Bobbing, no. 349), who was Archdeacon 
of Canterbury from 1397 to 1401. It appears alongside the shield of Clifford of Bobbing on his 
seal as archdeacon. He was from 1401 Bishop of Worcester, and from 1407 of London. His 
name was, according to Scarlett, in the Chapter House windows, close to a shield of or, three 
eagles displayedgii. the arms of Eglesfield, founder of Queen’s College, Oxford. With that college 
Clifford may have been connected. But it is to be obser\'ed that John de Clifford of Ellingham, 
Northumberland, sealed with three eagles in 1344. Hasted, vol. ii, p. 636 (<f), speaks of the bishop 
as brother of Robert Clifford of Bobbing (see no. 349), while at page 516 of vol. iv, in note (/) he 
speaks of the bishop’s brother being Robert Clifford of Well, who, dying in 1422 and giving a 
large donation to the fabric, was buried in the nave. Scarlett, fol. 56^ notes in the Cathedral the 
brass of Robert Clifford, ob. March 9, 1422, with these shields: (i) three eagles, (2) three eagles 
a lis in chief, (3) three eagles impaling a cross engrailed, (4) Y^trcy quartering Lucy, (5) Clifford of 
Bobbing a mitre on the fess, (6) chequy a fess, (7) chequy a fess with a crosslet on the fess, (8) a 
lion rampant. Under the head of the effigy shown in the brass was a helmet with a crest of 
a dove (?) rising. That the bishop was a Clifford of Bobbing is clear from the seal above referred 
to, which shows Clifford with the bordure, the difference of that branch. 

444. A lion rampant. 

A., fol. 14'’, gives colours az., a lion rampant arg., armed or. 

C., fol. 15. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

A.**, B.**, C.*^ There are three shields over the lavatory basin in this compart¬ 
ment. In the centre the royal arms (as no. 157), and on each side the arms 

of the Prince of Wales (as no. 190), the shield on the sinister being very 

much mutilated. These shields were not noticed by W. 
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C< »M PA RTMJiNT 23. 

■=! 15 * (itjarleml coat of Curteiy (as no. 446) and Paunton (as no. 454), ‘mpnling 
two coats pcT fKile, viz. Cobliam of St«;rix)rough (as no. 164) and Maltravers 
(as no. 18). 

A., fol. 13’*. C’., fol. 16, and I la., fol. 27, both misdraw the shield. 

W. refers t«i'M swii of Kr^inalii Cortois. \ Hen. IV, in Liinsdownc MS.i no. 203, fol; aoli, with 
this Yciy shield displayed on the breast of nn eagle. 

KeipnalJ Curlcis married Margaret, daughter of Reginald Lord Cobliaro of Slcrborough, by 
Klcanor Malt ravers The niarrr.agc appears to have taken place after Margaret’s father's dealit 
in 1403. Heir mother was widow of Sir John Arundel the elder and died in 1404 5. W/s note is 
in.‘«cruntte, as it,may convey an impression that the impaled coats are on tlie seal. They are 
not. Hr also quolcn a later inamage. which would not supp«,irt an ini|>aleincnt temp. Henry IV’. 
In 6 Hen. IV Eleanor Maluavcrs, ilie tvife of John Arundel the elder, before married to 
K. Cobham de Sterburgh, is found to hold Aldington (?AIlington| manor 'pixta Ma\'de^i%H Ht 
dtM-^ru hut It srniK clettr that she married Sir John iK'foa* she married I^ord Cubliam.. 

She mentions Margaret Curteik in her will. Sr«‘ Surrey jirrA. Co//.„yol. ii, pp. 115-9.1. 

It will be obsm^rJ that the \'air has perished in the Cuiteis quarterings, nnd almost from 
Paunton. 

446. A chevron vair between three bulls' hcad.s cabo.ssed. 

A., fol. 14. lol. 16. Ila., fol.- j6. 

W. blazons a r/itvrou vafre ory. uud m., inltr three bulls heads eaboshenl ary;. 

The family of Curteis appear to haw owned property in Cranbrook and'Tenlerdcn, but 
extremely little is known of them. From the apfH*arancc of the shield so frequently in the 
cloisters. Reginald Curteis must have been a very handsome contributor. 

447. Batisforrl (as at no, 36). 

A... fol. i3\ C., fol. rd Ha., fol. 27. 

W. ascribes to Batisford without comment 

See aliw no. 36. 

448. Curteis (as no. 446) wipaliitg Batisford (as no. 447), 

A., fol. 14, C„ fol. 16. Hn., fol. 27. 

'The vair has peri.shed hem. The ^ield is again at no. 545, 

449. Two bars, a canton ermine. 

A., fol. I3^ omits to note the ermine. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

The shield is again ot no. 542. Obsert'c the shields with which it is there surrounded. 

45a Kyme (as at no. 378).. 

A., fol. i3\ 

W. says * as 326*, which is not so. 

The shield is almost entirely destroyed. < 

451. The Stag of St Hubert 

A., fol. 14. C, fol. t6. Ha., fol. 27. 

W. docs not blazon or assign. 

This beautiful rendering of a stag with a large crosslet within its attires may be compared 
with the equally beautiful one by another artist at no. 544, where it is surroumted by inifch the'' 
same shields. 
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432. A tree. Pi. XL. fig. 6. 

W. blazons^., a (rtt or, aud aM;ribc.s to Ro3’S, but gives no 

It b not the coal of the later family of Boys. It occurs again by another can w at no. 543. 
They must botli have been artists of great skill. See note on no, 711. 

453. A lion passant. PI. XL, fig. 2. 

A., fol. 13^ 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

But wlien tliis recurs at no. 5.10, by another artist, he ascribes it to Lisle. 

454. A chevron vair and a chief 

A., fol. 13*, noto chevron as 'variyC.. fol. 16, and lla., fol. 27, makes chevron ermine. 

W4 blazons gu., a c/ievrm vairv arg. and az., d chief or, and a!K;rii)es to Psninlon witltout 
romnu'nt. 

455. Curtcis (as no. 446) impaling Paiinlon (:is no. 454). 

A., fol. 13*'. C,, fol. 16, and I la., fol. 26. draw the vair os ermine. 

From no. 445 it would appear that the lady was an heiress. 

I3(). :\ feivs vair bct\\ ccn three leopards' heads jessnnt dc lis. 

A., fol. 13, tirxws a.s lis only. C, fol. 16, and Ila., fol. 27, misrlraw as a'cscents^ 

W. descri^ as lis and aligns to Chawntley without note. 

The heads ah* not very clear, but an examination i>f the corresponding shield at no. 546 
shows they are there, though they arc not inverted as usual. The coat (see no. 193) is clearly 
for Candlupe, gu.; a fess vair bciivecn ihrcc leopards' heads fcssant de lis or. 

457. A lion rampant 

A., fol. 13, colours az., a lion mnip>a)it or. C„ fol. 16 l la., fol. 27. 

W. bluzoh.s ttrg., ft lion ram/>atil .\u., and a.^igiis to Sta|>lcton, but gives no note. 

The shield is now almost entirely corroded. 

458. Staffortl («ns no. 141). 

A., fol. 13. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 37. 

459. A cro.s.s. 

A., fol. 12**. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, draw as a cross patonce. 

W. blazons arg., a cross voided gu., and ascribes to Leeds Priory, founded by the Crcveqiicrs. 
It seems clear that the cross b not vuiUeU. 

46a A saltire and on a chief three escallops. 

A., fol. 13. C, fol. t6. Ha., fol. 27. 

W. blazons arg,, a saltire gu., on a chiif of the last three escallofis of tint field, and ascribes to 
Taylboys williout any’ note. ^ ^ 

Henry Talboys married Elizabeth Burdon, a niece of Gilbert dc Umfraville, Lord of Kyme. 
Tire shield is again at no- 547. 

461. Kyme (as no. 450).*; 

A., fol 13, C., ful. 16, Ha., fol 27. 

492, U mfravillc (as at no. 378). 

A., fol 13. C, fol. 16. Ha., fol 27. 

W. says ‘as no, 378', which it is not. It is as no. 548. 

463. Two bars ermine. 

A., fol 13, omits die ermine. C, lot. 16. Ha., fol. 37. 

W, docs not blazon or iisi’iibc. 

Papworth records, p. 17, gu., tioo bars erntute, for Sir Hugh Panionc, Beamanton; aiul witli 
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a mill rind ermim in dexter chief for Sir Hugh de Pauntone (compare the charge in dexter chief . 
in no. 468). At page 378 there is^«., a chevron vair, a chief or, again for Sir Hugh Paunton. 

This shield appears again in the same company at no. 530. 

464. A cross moline ermine. 

A., fol. 13, notes field zs,gu. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, omit the ermine. 

W. misdescribes. 

Sir Thomas Molinton, who died 5 Hen. IV, bore a canting coat, viz.: sa., o cross moline ermine. 
He sometimes called himself Baron of VVemme in right of his wife, Elizabeth Boteler. See no. 528. 

465. A cross moline. 

A., fol. 13, colours arg., a cross moline gii. 

W. calls it per pale or and vl., a cross recercellee git., and ascribes to Ingham, but gives no 
reason. 

There is no indication oi per pale. The shield is much perished, and it is possible it was 
ermine, as no. 464. 

466. Deincourt (as no. 250, though here the shield has twenty-one billets). 

A., fol. I3^ C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 27. 

W. says ‘ as no. 30 ’, but it is not so. 

See remarks at no. 250. 

467. Paunton (as no. 454), with a label of three. 

A., fol. I3^ 

W. blazons the label as azure. 

See no. 532. 

468. Paunton (as no. 454)> with a cross moline in dexter chief. 

A., fol. 13. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, misdraw. 

W. gives no tincture for the cross. 

See note at no. 463. The ermine may have disappeared from the cross here, but compare 
the corresponding shield at no. 529. 

469. Paunton (as no. 454) impaling no. 465 (? no. 464). 

A., fol. 13'’. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, draw the vair as ermine. 

The ermine may have perished, but see no. 527. 

470- Ori a bend three mullets of six points pierced. 

A., fol. I3^ C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, misdraw as roses. 

Bor^ blazons az., on a bend or, three mullets sa., pierced, and assigns to Fyge of Fyge Court in 

Peter Fyge, citizen and fishmonger of London, began buying land in Kent about 1360 (P'eet 
of h ines, 34 Ldw. HI, no. 1282). Various members of the family were buried in Borden Church, 
and quite a genealogy of them appears on a small brass, c. 1450, in that church. 

471. Chequy, a bend. 

A., fol. 14. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 27. 

W. blazons chcquee or and az., a bendgu., and ascribes to Clifford without note. 

1 his same shield appears in like company at no. 538. 

472. A pile ermine. 

A., fol. 14. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 26. 

W. blazons rts., a pile, in chief, ermine, and ascribes to Brettingham without comment 
1 his again is in compartment 26 at no. 534. 
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A. *® Batisford (as no. 447) impaling a chevron between nine crosslets (no. 450). 

A., fol. 13. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, reverse the coats. 

Not noticed by W. It is as no. 552. 

B. “ A lion rampant. 

Not noticed by W. It is as no. 551. 

C. *" Archbishop Arundel (as no. 14). 

This is carved in stone over the centre of the lavatory basin in compartment 23. The crosses 
on the pall not fitchy. Not noticed by W. 

D. ‘® Joan Countess of Hereford (as no. i). 

This is over the lavatory basin to the dexter of The lady was sister of the archbishop. 

The shield is of particular interest. It is moulded in a kind of plaster or gesso, which is of 
considerable thickness above the face of the stone shield which backs it. The plaster shows 
clear traces still of the colour with which it must at one time have been covered. A careful 
examination shows that this plaster work is quite original, and coeval with the construction of the 
cloisters. Not noticed by W. 

E. “ No. 278no. 189. 

This shield is over the lavatory basin to the sinister of C.®* It is also constructed of plaster 
over stone as is, and is coeval with it. 

The same shield is at no. 755. It is for Alice, another sister of the archbishop, who married 
Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent. 


Compartment 24. 

473. A lion standing on a scroll, collared and chained, charged with a shield of 
the royal arms (as at no. 157). At the back, above the lion, are clouds. 
PI. XXXIII, fig. 8. 

W. gives a somewhat inaccurate drawing of this in his Frontispiece. It is to be obser\'ed that 
these great bosses, being very deeply cut, are difficult to reproduce by photography. 

474. A lion rampant within a bordure, charged with roundels. 

A., fol. 12, colours arg., a lion rampantgu., a bordure sa., bezanty. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, 
draw a crown on the lion. 

W. blazons as A., but inserts crowned or, and says ‘ Richard Earl of Poictiers and Cornwall 
composed for himself a bearing from the arms of his two dignities, the first being arg., a lion 
rampant gu., crowned or ; the second sa., bezantee ’. 

Papworth records this shield for the Trinitarian Priory of Knaresborough (p. 117, col. i). 
Whether it is here intended for that priory may be doubtful. There is certainly no crown here 
as at no. 767. Compare no. 388. 

475. As no. 324. 

A., fol. 12. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 27. 

Observe the different treatment by the two artists. 

476. Audley quartering (as no. 127). 

A., fol. 12, omits the ermine, as do C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27. 

477. As no. 208 (?). 

A., fol. i2\ C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 27, draw as roundels. 

The objects here are much more like annulets. Compare with no. 208 and no. 401. 
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47R Dclapolc quartering Wingfield (as no. 160). 

A., M. Id. Cm fol. 16. Ha„ fol. 27. 

Notice this is close to no. 486. os no. 160 is to no. 159. 

479. As no. 15. 

A., fol. uj. C., fol. 16. Ha., fd. 27. 

Ill Uiis compartment almost certainly for Bray broke. 

480. Pretty. 

A., fol 12, C., foL 16. I Iem fol 27. 

W. blazons or, JrtU^ gtt., and assigns with comment to Verdun. 

But in this compartment, close to no. 476, it is probably Andley. 

481. England, a label of France. 

A., fol' 12. C., fol 16. Ha., fol 27. 

W. blazons gn., thret tiom ptisstmt gatmiani in paU or, a toM of three points az., stsntv He tis or, 
and points out that these arms were used by Edmund £^l of Lancaster, second son of King 
Ilrary III, and by his son Thomas and his grandson Duke of Lancaster.**' 

Edmund ' Crtmchback' had marrieil a tlatighlerof the royal liunse'bf Prance, and adoptetl 
a label thereof. It may be observed Uiat the duke's sister was the motiter of Arebbishup 
Anmdel 

The shield, which Is often used to symbolize the Duchy of Lancaster, occurs again at A.*^ 
Witli the rendering there this present magnificent example may be comport. 

482. As no. 41a 

A., fol. w.. C., fol. 16. I la„ fd. 26. 

W. blazons oz., three eseatiops or, tiiv and one, and ascribes to Reading Abbey, which lield the 
manor of Windhilt in All Hallows, IIoo. 

483. Scales (as no. 101). 

A,, fulfil*. C., fd. i6, and Ha^ fol 28, boUi ilraw seven escallops. 

See no. lo'ii 

484. A lion rampant. ^ 

Am fol 11^ C.. fol t6. Hsm foL 28. 

W. blazons or, tt lion mmpantgu., and ascribe* without comment to Ciiarlton. 

485. ■ Courtenay (as no. 3^). 

A., fol ij\ C., fol. 16. Uom fol. 28. 

486. Fcvercl (as no. 159). 

A., fol ii\ C., (ol 16. I la., fol 28. 

W. ascribes to Beauchamp, but in Uiis compai tment, eluse to no. 478, it is more likely Peverd. 
See note on no. 159. 

487. On a cross engrailed, '"a cre.scent for diflerence 

A., fol 12. C., fol 16; I ta., fol 28. 

VV, blazons or, on a cross engrailedgn., a creseenl arg., and ascribes to Haute. 

TltU shield is on a bras^ at Pluckley, ^ The descent for difference was borne by John Halite, 
who died seized of the manor of Siirretiden, which , he had acquired by marriage wiUi Joan 
Siirreiiden, 

.jss. Cossingtori (a.s no. 124). 

A., fol. 12''. (I., I «>1 16, Ha., 28. 
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Mortimer (as no. 17.1), with an annulet on the esnilelioon for difference 

A., fol. la**- C., fol. i6. Ha., lol. urj, 

W. blazons Uie annulet ai» xiMt, but docs not conimriit. 

Sir Thomas Moiiimcr, who married Agne^ widow of Lord Bardolph Sfc no 560. 

4t/o. A (dievTon. 

A., fol. IX C., fill. 16. Ha., fol, 28 „ 

W, bJazom; nrg.. a r/irrr»M and xscribes without romincni to Chilton. 

Sir Thomas Kempstone was a benefactor U> the (abric, as appears by lu.s c ui liis r<wt 
armour n clicvfon s<?.| being in Scarlett’s time in the wiiulo'vs of the Chapter House. It is 
pitibable, dien, tliat one of the shields licaring n chevron in the clui9tei*5 is for him. I le was » 
K.G. tfmfi, Henry IV’, 

401. A lion rampant. 

A., fol, IX C., fol, 16. Ha,, fol. 28. 

402. A chevron between three crosses patty fitchy. 

A., fol. ia\ C., fol. 16. Ila., fol. a8. 

W. blazons a (hfvt-on or, inter three cross croslets JtlrJiet and ascribes to Peckham 
without comment. 

No doubt Scarlett ili>cs note in the Archbishop’s Hall, for John Peckham (1278), the arms of 
the see impaling sa., a chevron »ir, inter three crosslets botonny arg., hut tliat is not this shield, and 
it is not clear whom this is intended for. The solutum of that problem will have to be found after 
the other shields in the cloisters are examined on which thb coal appears, ft b alone at nos,, 
596 and 6a2, and impaled at nos. 623 and 624. The resemblance of tills .shield to Finderne and to 
Kus-scll is obvious. 

4g3. Fitzalan tjuarterhtg Warren (as no. i8q). 

A., fol. i2\ C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 38. 

404. The Prince of Wales badge (as no. 197). 

A., fol. laL C., £ol. 16. Ha., fol. 37. 

495. Montacute quartering Monthermer (as no. 232). 

A« fol. 12’’- 

496. Holland, P^rl of Kent (as no. 278). 

fol. iz'". C., fol. 16. I lx, fol- 27. 

497. The royal arms (its no. 157), a bordure gobony. 

A., fol.Ts^. C., fol. 16. Ha., fol. 27. 

W. nilsdcsci ibes. 

The bordure is gobony ttrg. nmt exactly as in the 
sull plate no. xvii, which was for the. same person, viz. Sir 
John Beaufort, Earl of Somerset, K.G,, illegitimate son of 
John of Gaunt, and elder bix>thi*r of ('ardinal Beaufort (no. 

415). He was the . first husband of Margaret Holland. He 
died 1410, was buried at Canterbury, where his effigy is still in St Michael's Chapel by that 
of Ills wife, and on the other side of her that of the Duke of (Clarence, her second husband (B.**). 
His younger sister married Ralph Neville, Carl of Westmorland (no. ^144). 

498. A saltire. 

A., fol. 

W. blazons gu^ a saltire arg., and ascribes to Neville. 

See note to I^t shield. 
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499. N ot found. W. describes as a cross. 

500. Richard of Coningsborouj^h (as no. 191). 

A., fQl. 't3, omits chnrgcs on label and bordui-e. C., fol. 16, and lla., fol. 37. omit the label. 

A tame performance compared with no, 191, though the sculptor here has ten lions on the 
Iwnlurc instrad of nine. 

Montacutc (as no. 171). 

A., fol. laV 
Not noticed by 

CoMI'ARTMENT 25. 

501. Hoc>rn (as no. 365). PL XXXI1, 8. 

A., fol. 11 C., fol. 17, and H.i., lol. a8, make fret ermine 

j;o2. Barrey (as no. 53).* 

A., fol. II. C., fol. 17. Ha., fob 28 

W. blarons^«.,ayhwniy,, initrsix flfurs delis or, and ascribes without comment to Chcllesfield 
Hut that fatuily was probably extinct Henry IV. 

.505. Criol (as no. 67). 

A., fol. 12. C.. fol. 17. Ha., fol. 28. 

This shield is really in compartment 34. 

504. Two chevrons, in'chief two mullets. 

ScaHctt. fol, n. A., fol. ti. C., fol, 17. Ha,, fol. 28. 

W, bla20nsaz., /aw clurervnets; fii rhfef, hvo nwllrh or, pitrerd, and ascribes to Hretton without 
comment. 

The mullets are not pierced. 

505. A chevron. 

A., fd, lo^ C., fol. 17. Ha., fol, 28. 

W. blaxons^w., n cfirmm nr/;,, anil ascribes to Tyci. without comnionl.. 

The shield is much perish^, and it is to be observed that botli C. and I la. draw as if a 
chc\Ton between Uirec birds* heads, and the draughtsman of A. evidently thought there were 
Other cliargcs. as he put alungsitk a note * 1 cannot discern *. 

506. A fess nebuly between three boars’ heads couped. 

A., fol. It. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 28, draw the fess as 

W, blazons nr/;., a swiirr, niter /hire fHxtrs* hends fottped Jtn., and assigns to Alphegh, or 
Alphew, of Bore Place in Cliidingstone. 

But that ^mily never bore the fess vnir or ttebHly,said the}'were scarcely established in Kent 
fettip. Heniy IV'. The coal is very like another ascribed to Breiton. Sec no. 504. 

507. Crio! (as no. 67). 

A., fd. loV C, foL 16. Ha., fd.27. 

308. As no. 143. 

A., lol. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 28. 

W. blazons or, two bars as., and ascribes without comment to I lakebech. 

See note on no. 143. 

509. A lion rampant ermine, debruised l;y a chevron. 

A., fol. ll^ like C., fol. t6, and Ha., fol. 28, omits the ermine. 

W. blazons n lion rambnnt ennine, debruised by o chevron or, and ascribes to Hardres, 
rcmiarkiiig llial Philip de llarcires w'an a considerable iNincfactor to the priory of Christchurch. 
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W. !idds tlud iIm.’ du'vron tn«y Mlliidn to their Umiirt* under the Clarcf* as of their castle of 
‘F'nubralgc. 

These arms arc, in (*ld ‘ilill m llw \vimli>vvs nf Up|>er Marclri's Church. 

510- St 1 -o (as no. 73). 

A., fol. ii\ C.,rol. |6. Ha.,fol, a8. 

Here the fess is not ridged at alL 

511. Two chevrons. 

A., fol. C., fol. 17, Ha., fol 28. 

W. blazons^'//., hi-t) f/H-vrona nrg., and ascribes to Fettiplare. 

That widely extending family h.id property hi Romney Marsh. 

512. A fe.ss ermine between three mullets. 

A,, fol. It**, Colours field and mullets or. C., fol. 16, and Ha., fol. 28. both ascribe to 
Maiistonc. 

W. blazons as A., and a.senbes ui William Mansion of Mansion, slicriflT 14 Hen. VI. W. 
describes the- mullets as pierced, which they are not. 

This family was of St. Lawrence, Thanct, and their arms were in the windows of that 
church laccording to C., fol. 4Tf, and in the windows of Ashford thuirh, where was alw an 
eftity* of Roger Mansion in liLs tabard of arras. It is moiv pi-obable that the shield in the cloisters 
is his rather than that of the sUicrilT troifi. Henry VI. The shield occurs again at no. 586. where 
the mullets are pierced. Hasted makes them arfftni, 

513. A IXMld. 

W. blazons vt., a bfud cnmnf, and ascribes to Whclcnhall, but the bend is not ermine here. 
Compare no. 117 and no. 769. 

514. Septvans (as no. 364), a crescent in fess point lor dift'erencc. 

A., fol. ii\ gives colours: field azttfr, and the rest or. C., fol. 17. I la., foL 28. 

W. gives no colour for the crescent. 

It does not seem doubtful that this is for John Sept\*ans of .Ash, esq,, a j-ounger brother of 
Sir William Scpt\'ans mo. 364). Or it may be, thou^ less probably, for Thomas Septvans. 
second son of John: for these arms wereina window of Sittingbourne for him. John Septvans's 
monument al Ash, with these very arms, is carefully described in C, fol. 3. 

515. Tlircc chewons ermine, a label of five. 

A., fol. it‘, colours field.<«. and label or. C, fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 28, omit ihe ermine. 

W. blazons as A., and a-scribes without comment to Barnard. 

Papworth, p. 549, records a similar shield for Baynard, 

516. A cros.s engrailed 

A., fol 11, colours or, *1 mu# rnf^ailedgti. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 28, do not engrail the 


cross, 

W. blazons or. o rmss ntgrdiled rA, and ascribes to Noone. 

517. Ffetty. 

A., fol. n, colours ax.,frftty arg. C., fol, 17, Ha., fol. 28. 

W. says Echingham, as no. 291. 

SiS. A.S no. 281. 

A,, fol, 11, gives colours gu„ ajras az.Jretty arg. C., fol. 17. Hu., fol. 28. 


519. A cross engrailed 

A., lol, II, gives colours arg.^ across ttigroiMgu. C., fol. la,and Ha., fol. 23, both draw 
a plain cross. 

vou iJtvi. 3 ^ 
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W. blazons a m>ss mgraiifd »/■, and asrribca to 0 ‘wiio, Ihii (jlvcs no aulliorily for so 
doing. 

It is not the usual Ctwwr coat. It is sometimes ^signed'to Crey, Lord Warden t*mp. 
Kdward 1 . As blazoned by A. it is Dalyngrigge. See nV>. 6o. 

The shidil is very much perished. 

520. Fogge (as no. 358). PI. XXXIX, fig. 4. 

A., fol. IT. CL, fol. 17. Ha., fol. aa 

Note how the annulets are rendered, and ei>mpare no. 370. 

521. Verc (a.s no. 16). 

A„ fol. io\ C.. fol. 17. lla., fol. 28. 

522. A bend, a bordurc. 

A., fol. io\ C., fol. 17. Ha., I’ol. a8. 
does not bluon or a^ign. 

There is no trace of quarterly didsions a.s at no. 3^1, Hut compare no. 524. 

523. Three l.)ends. 

A., fol. toL C., fol. 17, Hh., fol. s6. 

W, blazons and ascril^s to Mepham, s& no. 3^. 

In this compartment it may be for St. Philibert 

524. As no. 280, a crescent in sini.slcr chief, 

“* A., fol. 10^. C., fol. 17, Ha., fol, is8, all omit the quarterly. 

Sec remarks on no. 

525- Barr}' of six. 

A., fol. 10^. G., fol, 17, and Ha., fol. 28, misdraw. 

W. blazons ttatrt'g 0/six arj^. awl ns, and ascribes to Richard, Baron Grey dc Codnor, admiral 
of the King's fleet northwards 4 Hen. IV. He died 6 lien. V, and was buried at Aylesford. 
W remar)^ that the crest of Uiis family was a demi peacock nrg. issuant from a coronet or, and 
their cognizance a graye or badger arg. 

526. Ermine, a chief quarterly, in the second and third quarters an annulet. 

A., fol. a6, C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 28, all misdraw, 

W: makes the thxct qunrirrty ormni gu., and the annulets or, and ascribes to St Nicholas of 
Goshall in Ash. 

I( this he for St. Nicholas of Ash (which in this compartment Is vciy pruhablei it is an unre¬ 
corded form, as the annulets are not/or tiijferma- Sec Planchc, A Como- of Ktnl, pp. 1H9, 407, 
and at p. 36a for tlie connexion with no. 525. 


CourPARniENT 26. 

537. As no. 461}. 

^ foL lo. fol. IX Ha., fol. 21, 

528. no. 46:}. PI. XXXVll. fig. 7. 

A., fol. C., fol. 12. Ila., fol. ax 

W. blazons held as and ascribes to Beke without comment 

529. Paunton with a cross moline in dexter chief («'is no. 468)1 

Scarlett, fol. ft. A., fol. 10. G., fol. 12. and Ha., foL 21, misdrnw, 

530. As no. 463. 

A., fol. 9\ omits the ermine. C., foL ix lla., fol. 23. 
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531. Deincourt (as no. 466). 

A., fol. 9\ C., Fol. w. Ma., fol. ai. 

VV. saySi a& nu. 30, which it b nut. 

532. Paunton, a label of three (as no, 

Scarlett, fol. n. A., fol, to. C., foL 12. Ha., fol. aa. 

533. A lion rampant (jis 457). 

A., lol. C., fol. 12, Ha-, fol. 21. 

W. blazons or, u Iwn ntmfmnt frutput t, and ascribes to Laov without comment. 

534. Brettingham (as no. 472). 

A., fol. to. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. at, draw an a pale. 

535. A cross (as no. 450),, 

A., fol. 10^. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 28.' 

W. blazons gu., a irtifxs arg,, and ascribes to Savoy wttlioiit eommetu. 

536. Curtcis (as no. 446). T^l. XLI, fig. 7. 

Scarlett, fol. 11. C., fol. 12. Ila., fol. ui. 

537. Curtcis impalhig Paunton (a.s no. 453). 

A., fol. to. C, fol. 12. and Ha., foL ai, leave imiKtlcU coal blank. 

538. As no. 471. 

A., fol. 10, pves colours: chfijuy, arg.and rt Immigu. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. oB, 

As l)la^onctl by A., this is IlcImebridKe in Glo\'er’s Ordinar)'. 

539. As no. 470. 

A., fol. la C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. 21. 

W. misdescribeb'. 

540. As no. 453. 

A., fol. 10.. C.. fol. ui. Ha., fol. 22. 

W..blazons arg, n iwu stcttantgu., and"a!»signs without ct}mmcnt to Uslc- 

541. As no. 450. 

A., fol. la C, fol. 13 . Ha., fol 22.1 

W, ascribes to Kymc. It is to be noted that by an error of the press his marginal notes to 
p. 120 have from this point got moved down one line. 

542. As no.'449. 

A., fol. 9\ C.. fbl. 13 , Ha„ fol. 22, all omit the ermine. 

543. As no. 452. PL XXXV, fig. i. 

C., fol. 12. Hit., fol. 22. 

544. A.s no. 451. i*l. XIJ, fig. 9. 

Scarlett, fol. tt. A,, fol. to. 

545. Curtcis unpaling Bali.sford (as no. 448). 

A., fol.' to. C, fol. 13 . Ha„ fol. 22. 

546. DintilutK: (a.s no. 456). 

A., fol. 10. C., fol. 12. and I la., fol. 32. both drawn as crescents. 

W. does not notice lliat the heads arc in.it reversed, but he blazons them or and tljc field gii.t 
and adds a note that these art- the arms of Cantiiupe of Ilkeston, Derby, and iliat the last of that ] 
family died 5. i.( Rich. II. 

ThU may possibly establish a ccMinuzion with Umfravillc (00. 548). 

3x3 
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547. Talboys (as no. 460). 

A., fol. 9. 

548. Umfraville (as no. 462). 

A., fol. 9’’. C., fol. 12, and Ha., fol. 22, draw crosslets fikhy. 

549. A chevron. 

A., fol. 9\ C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. 22. 

W. blazons az., a chevron or, and ascribes without comment to Dabernon. 

550. A cross. 

A., fol. 9'’. C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 22. 

W. blazons arg., a cross sa., and ascribes without comment to Opsall. 

551. A lion rampant. 

A., fol. 9'’. C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 22. 

W. blazons a lion rampant or, and ascribes without comment to Albany. 

See next shield. 

552. Batisford (as in no. 545) impaling no. 450. 

A., fol. 9. C., fol. 12. Ha., fol. 22. 

W., by omitting to notice in compartment 23 the shields A.-“ and B.-‘, has omitted two more 
points of connexion between that compartment and the twenty-sixth, for hP is as no. 552, and 
B.*® as no. 551. 


Compartment 27. 

553. The see of Canterbury (as in no. 12) impaling a chevron between three 
cinquefoils. PI. XXXIV", fig. 13. 

A., fol. &^ colours the impaled coat: field or and the rest gu. C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 22, omit 
the see. 

W. blazons as A. and ascribes to Archbishop Chicheley. 

He was archbishop from 1413-14 to 1443. 

554. Three lions passant, over all a bend impaling three piles. 

A., fol. 8^ C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 22, only draw two lions. 

W. blazons gn., three lions passant in pale arg., a bendletaz. (Fitzpaine), impaling or, three piles in 
chief az. (Brian), and ascribes to Robert Baron Fitzpaine, who married Ela, daughter and heir to 
Sir Guy de Brian. He died 28 Edw. HI. 

‘ He ’ is Robert Lord Fitzpayne. But Ela had a sister, who was coheir with her and married 
Sir Robert Grey, a younger son of Richard Lord Grey of Codnor. Sir Robert took the name 
of hitzpayne, being found heir by grant to Ela, widow of Robert Lord Fitzpayne, the last baron. 

555 - Poynings (as no. 231), an annulet on the bend for difference, quartering 
St. John (as no. 155, though mullets here not of six). 

A., fol. 9, C., fol. 13, Ha., fol. 22, all omit the annulet. 

W. also omits to notice the annulet, and ascribes to Sir Thomas Poynings, Baron St. John, 
whose mother was daughter of Hugh de St. John of Basing, and was coheir to her brother 
Edmund. 

It is to be noted that Sir Thomas’s father who married Isabel, the St. John coheiress, was 
Lucas de Poynings, third son of Thomas, first Lord Poynings. Sir Thomas Poynings, under the 
title of Lord St. John, obtained a licence, 2 Hen. IV, to undertake a pilgrimage to Canterbury. 
He died in 1428, having married (1) Joan Lestrange, (2) Philippa Mortimer. 
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556. As no. 151. 

A., fol. 9. C., fol. 13. Ha.. fi»l- 22. 

See no, 133. 

557. Six keys cro>\Tied. 

Scarlett, fol. xi. A, fol. BV- 

See no. Still in St. Peter's, Canterbury,' tn old suined glass. 

558. A shield coveretl with fcatlicrs, on a canton a chess-rook. PI. X X X 111 , fiff. 7. 

Scarlett, fol. ii. A., fol. 8^ 

VV. describes field a-s plunu'e. 

A sluclfl «jf extraordinary interest. It has been suggested that an allusive.coat for Covertlale 
Would be ifailes. 

559. As no. I .Vi 

A., fol. 9. C., ful-*3- Ha., fol. 22. 

560. Barclol/ (as no. 274) imptlhtg Poyninjjs (as no. 231,1. 

A., fol. 8^. C., fol. 13, and H«.. fol. 22, reverse the coats. 

W. blazons BardolT /is., lltree auqutJbUs or, fno and oitr, atul Hsenhes the shield to William 
Baron Barxlulf, who married Agnes, dauglitor of Sir Michael Poynings. and died 9 Rich. II. 

His wife survived, and marrieil Sir Thomas Mortimer |no: 4^). 

561. A saltire between four martlets. 

G., fol. 13. and Ha, fol. 23, both ascribe to Guildeford 

W» blazons «r, a saltire inter /our martlets an., and a.scribe.s without comment to Guldeford. 

C., fol. 24, records the coat as blazoned by W. as In Eythorn Church. This is prol«bly for 
William de Guldeforde, who in t Rich. II, witli his wife Joan (t Brocket), settled ilic manor of 
BrokeeoU; fin Khcneyf by fine (Keel of Fines, i Ricli, II, no. 29). 

562. The Priory of Christ Church (as no. 430). 

C., fol. 13, ascribes to the Dean and Chapter. Ha., fol. aa. 

563. A cross. 

C., fol. 13, 1 la., fol. 23.. 

W. blazons or, a vi., anti assigns to Hussey without comment. 

564. A fes.s lyetween six herrings (?) hauriani, a label of three. 

Scarlett, fol. ii. C., fob 13. I la., fol. 33. 

W, docs not blazon or ascribe. 

It may be suggested Uiat Uiis iis the coat of Nicholas Herring, who married the hmress of 
Frognal in’ Chislchurst. A very similar coat, that of 1 Urdn^ham, is' on a brass at Ungfield, 
Surrey. Or this may be a shidd of one of the Heringauds, who always Ikjiv six lierrings. 

565. Barrcy (as no. 53), with a crescent for difference on the fe^. 

C., Ibl. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. here blazons the fessi'K. corrcaly. He makes the crescent or. 

566. Three lozenges, two and one. 

C., iol. 13. Ha., ful. 22. 

W, docs not blazon or ascribe. 

567. Poynings (its no. 231) impaling a lion rampant, a bordurc engrailed 

fol. 9. C., fol. J3. Ha., fob 22. 

W. blazons the impaled coat as he dot?* rw. and ascribes to Talbot, p«nnting out that 
Sir Nicholas Poynings luarncd Jane, daughter of Richard Baron Talbot. 
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Alid 10 clincli ilie matter, Scarlett and C. (fol. s 6 i Mil rci urrl in a window in St. Peter's Church 
Ulie Povnings’church) in Canterbury', this vciy shield of Poynings impaling the coat as blazoned 
by W. * 

5(18. Poynings (as no. 231) impaling Grey (fis no. 525). 

A., fol. 9. C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 22. both misdraw the impaled coat as two bars. 

W. ascribes to Kiehard Lord Poynings, who married IsalK‘ 1 , only daughter and heir of 
Sir Robert Grey, who adopietl the name of Fitzpayne, as noted under no. 554. 

qfny Poynings (as no. 231) impalhtg a qiiartt^red coat: i and di Cirey; 2 and 3, 
Hastings and Valence quarterly, 1 ^ 1 . XXX\’I, lig. 4. 

A., fol. 9, omits the Valence matiUts, C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. aa. misdraw the impaled shiclil. 

W. misdescribes. 

The impaled shield i.s exactly like that on the seal of Reginald de Grey, Lord I Tastings, and 
on the stall-plate, no. liv, of his eldest son. Sir John Grey, K.G., with a label. The first and 
fourtJi quarters are Grey de Ruthin, Ixirry i>f six {tr/f, owr/ <w., n» r^fir/ thrvr /arfraux, and die 
second and third are as no. T73. 

570. Poynings (as no. 231) impaling Fitzpayne (its at no. 55.J). 

A, fol. 9. C., fol. 13, and I la., fol. 22, show only two lions. 

This sliield is recorded as in glass at St. Peter’s, Otnterljiiry, l»y Scarlett, and by C., fol. a6. 
The »me coats quaitercd arc at no. 571. Sec also the note to no. 568. 

571. Poynings Fitzpayne (as no. 152), 

A., fol. 9. C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 22. show only two lions. 

572. Poynings tfuarlcrm^ lKoVc.'AQS (as no. 154). 

A., fol. 9. C. fol. 13. Ha., fol. 22. 

573. Poynings (as no. 231) quartering Avranches (as at no. 271). 

A., fol. 9. colours the quanered shield az.,fiv« chex^rons or, C., fol. 13. I la., fol. 22. 

W. blazons tlie chevrons az. instead of ffii., as they .Hhould Ik;. 

574. A chevron between three lx)ars’ heads couped. 

C., fol. 13, and I la., fol. 22, In/th omit the che\Ton. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

‘I'he arms of jglin l^iigilon, Bishop of Rfn.-hestcr 1421, viz. gn., a chex’tvn befseteu thrtt boars' 
hMibi or. He was B.l). in 1400, and subprior of Christ Church, Canterbury, m 141X. Sec tlie 
Dictionary of National Biography, s.v. 

575. Kelsham (as no. 77). 

C,. fol 13, Ibl., fol 22 

57 ^^- Three chevrons, a label of three, impaling Kokeslcy (as at no. 15.)). 

A., fol. calls this Baud and Rokcsicy, and colours the dozler coat gu,^ three c/itvrons arg., 
but gives no colour fur the label. C., fol. 13, .nod 1 la., ful. 22, both call Bawd and Rokesley, 

W. bl.-izons Baud as A., and gives lalx-l as or, and points out that Sir William le Baud marrictl 
Joan, daughter and coheir of Sir Richard de Rokesley, seneschal and governor of Poitou and 
Montneul m Picardy, who had married the sister and heir of John de Cnol. Sir WUlitun by 
tills means held Huxley manor, 3 Edw. 111 . W. cites a .seal of ‘I'iiomas Baud dc Iladli'm 
witliout the label from J ulius C. 7. 

Sir Richard married Joan, sister and heir of Bertram dc Criol, wlio was heir to bis bixithcr 
John, whom lie survived. 

577. A cross vt)i<letl impaling AwAmhe:?* (.as at no. 271). 

A., fol. colours the impalement as ,pvc chevrons or. C., lol. 13. 1 la., lol. 22. 
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W. blazons both wrongl)^ but assigns rightly to Hamo de Crevequer, who married Maud, 
daughter and heir of William d’Avranches, and died 47 Hen. III. 

Hamo de Crevequer bore or, a cross voided gn. 

578. Poynings (as no. 231). 

A., fol. S'*, colours barry of six vt. and or, a bend gn. 

579.. Poynings (as last shield) imfaling ermine, a cross engrailed. 

A., fol. 8’’, omits the ermine. C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 22. 

W. omits to notice the ermine. 

This shield was in St. Peter’s Church, according to Scarlett and C., fol. 26. The engrailed 
cross was.^K., and therefore the shield was for Northwood. 'Fhe manor of Leveland came to the 
Poynings by a marriage with an heir of Thomas de Northwood, who dying s.p. left his sisters 
Agnes and Joan his coheirs. Agnes appears to have married Nicholas Herring (no. 564) according 
to a fine of 1379 (Feet of Fines, 2 Rich. 11 , no. 104), which with other fines appears to show that 
Masted’s account of the descent of the manor of North Cray is pure fiction. 

580. Poynings (as no. 231) impaling Rokesley (as at no. 154). 

A., fol. 8 \ 

W. says ‘ as no. 154 ’, which is not so. 

581. Rokesley (as in no. 580) impaling Criol (as no. 67). 

A., fol. S’*, blazons Rokesley as arg., a fess gn:, betiveen six lions rampant az. 

See no. 576. It is to be observed that W. always follows Hasted and some old rolls in 
making the fess of Rokesley gn., though the field is az. and the lions are arg. The field and the 
lions are derived from Leyborne (see no. 272). See also no. 154. 

582. Criol impaling Avranches (as no. 271). 

A., fol. 8^ colours the impaled coat az.,five chevrons or. C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 22. 

Compartment 28. 

North-cast Angle. 

583. Archbishop Arundel (as no. 14). 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit the see, and name ‘ Arundell Bishop’. 

W. saj's ‘ as no. 12 ’, which it is not. 

584. A griffin segreant with a human face, charged on the breast with a mullet. 
PI. XXXIX, fig. 7. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. says the monster is ermine, which it is not. 

See no. 345. 

585. Roos of Hamlake (as no. 411) quartering a fess between two bars gemel. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. blazons the quartered coat arg., a fess betiveen two bars gemelles gn., and assigns to Badles- 
mere. 

William Lord Roos of Hamlake married Margery, sister and coheir of Giles Lord Badlesmere. 

586. Manston (as no. 512). 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit the ermine. 

587. A cross voided and couped. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. blazons field arg. and cross gn., but does not assign. 
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Phis Ts drawn in A., fol. 3, and by Scarirtt. fol. ta, (|iiite away from the sliiclds w’hich sur« 
I'oiind ii Scarlett makes the cross/,'//., Init jfives no colour to the field. The coal a very |H:culiar 
one. It wus in the windo^vs of Uainham Church, acc<»nling to C., fol.5, wdth the field or. Comfiarx: 
also the plain cross at no. 4*44. 1 1 appears to be correctly hbaoncti by W. for Taverner. Tavemer 
was l>ailiirof Canterbuiy. 

588. CrusiJy patty and two lucit^ hauriant 

589. CrusUy patt>’ and three luoies hauriant. FI. XXX\’TII. fijr. 6. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23. both draw crossIcLs. 

W , assigns no. 588 to BaiT and no. 589 to Lucie, but Hair always has the fish addorsed and 
l.ucic has crosslcts. See no. 20. 

The fi&li arc womIciTiilly rendered in lK>th these shtclrb. 

5tX). Nottingham (as no. 195). 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 33. 

\N . hL-»/ons^//., on a ttr/nf nrff„ esaUlup}> ,va., and assigns without comment to Kno«.d 

See no. 195. 

59t. Three crosses patty in pale, a bordure engrailed. 

C*.. fol. 12. nnd Ho., fol. 33, IkuIi inisdraw, putting the crosses on a pale, making the middle 
one a martlet. Tltey assign to Croucli. 

W. blar-ona nrg., Ihrrr aoyfts w /Vr/r ttm/ a ItorHiirr rngroiltti ,<>»., aiul assigns without comment 
to Alcrouch. 

592. An eagle displayed. PI. XXX\TI 1 . tig. 's. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

VV. biaanns c/., an Hisptaved nrg., annctig»., and ascribes without comment to Chevening. 

It is true that the family of d»; Clicviming probably bore these «rmS^ but they do not appear in 
Kent so laic a.«i femp, Hcniy IV, and it is more probable that these are the arms of the family of 
At Bridge, gu,, an mgir tihpUtyed o/y., as noted by Filincr Soulhouse'in Add. MS. 14307. They 
arc also noted by C., fol. 31, ais being in Sheldwich Church. 

This shield is one of the most beautiful in the doistcra. 

593. An orif formed of three congers, head to tail. I’l. XL, fig. 3. 

W. blazons <10., thrr /routs $n i$rte arg^ testes aitx queues, and assigns to Troutbeclc. 

The fish arc not trout. 

594. The I ’riorv of Christ Church (a.s no. 430), 

595. Gossington (as no. 124). 

596. As no. 492. 

597. As no. 302. 

59S. of I laiirilakc (as no. 411). 

599. UfToJxl if tut rte ring Willoughby (a.s no. 235 V 

fKX). Kyme (;is no. 450). 

601. A ciuss engntiled ermine, in dexter chief a crescent PI. XL, fig. 4. 

W makes field sa. and orescent nrg., and ascribes without 'Comment to Dodingficld. 

Scat Iclt notes in a window of the cathedral the coal as blazoned by W, These arc the arms 
of Rotert I lullum, rwtor of Northfleet, one of tlie executors of Archbishop Counonay. I le was 
afterwards Archdeacon of Canterbtiry, Chancellor of Oxford, and Bishop of Salisbury. He died 
at Constance, where in the cathedral is a brass to his memory. A reproduction is in Kile's 
Hms?€i of Wiltshui (see p. 97), taken from one publislied in 1844 in AntMeolt)gm, vol. xxx, p.430. 
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602. Three crescents; a bordure engrailed ermine. PI. XXXVH, fig. 8. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, both omit the ermine. 

W. does not notice the ermine. 

These are the arms of d’Aldon, who bore ^u., three crescents and a bordure engrailed ermine, 
for the crescents were probably ermine, though it does not now show on them. The arms are 
on the font in Heme Church, and were also in windows at Sheldwich and Tunstall, according to 
Harl. MS. 3917. Thomas de Aldon married one of the daughters and coheirs of Waretius de 
Valoignes, and came into a large property wth her. Thomas de Aldon was also found to be 
next heir to Walter de Paveley in 4 Rich. 11 . See Excerpta Cantiana, p. 6. 

603. Three eagles displayed. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. blazons or, three eagles displayed gn., two and one, and ascribes without comment to 
Eglisfield. 

This shield is probably as no. 443, the lis in chief having perished. See remarks on that 
shield. 

604. A cross. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

W. blazons az., a cross arg., and ascribes without comment to Aylesbury. 

605. Mereworth (as no. 326). 

Scarlett, fol. II^ colours arg., a chevron gu,, between ten crosses patty az. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

The crosses for Mereworth are usually srt., otherwise Scarlett’s blazon is right. See no. 326. 

606. Ermine, on a chief three left hands couped. 

Scarlett, fol. ii’’, makes the chiefand hands arg. C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, both ascribe 
to Malmayns. 

W. blazons as Scarlett does, and ascribes to Malmains without comment. 

John Malmains of Malmains in Pluckley was found in 1370 to be heir to John de Mereworth, 
a finding which well accords with a shield found in painted glass at Pluckley Church by Philipol, 
and recorded by him in his church notes in Kent (Harl. MS. 3917). The shield was ermine, on 
a chief gu., three left hands couped arg., impaling arg., a chevron gu., betn'cen six crosses above and 
four below sa. (no. 605). 

607. As no. 515. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit the ermine and draw a label of three. 

608. On a chevron three mullets of six pierced. 

C., fol. 13, draws as stars with wavy points. Ha., fol. 23, calls it Cobham. 

W. says ‘ as no. 335 ’, which it is, save that the mullets here are of six. 

609. A bend engrailed between two plain cotises; on the upper part of the bend 
an annulet for difference. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit annulet. 

W. omits to notice the annulet, and does not blazon or ascribe. 

This appears to be the coat of Willington, sa., a bend engrailed cotised arg., with an annulet 
for difference, and is probably for William Willyngton, rector of Bishopsbourne till his death 
in 1396. 

A.®* Bishop Clifford. 

Not noticed by W. This is as no. 443, but the lis is in fess point instead of in chief. 
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B. " As A,** 

l I<^^e die lls has nearly perished- The birds are cxcellenL: This shield is also not noticed by W. 

C. ^ As no. 129. 

Not noticed by W. The shield is very dilapidated. 

CoMPARTME.N'T 29. 

610. An eagle with wings displayed preying upon a child in swaddling clothes: 
on the wings of the eagle are shields, the dexter charged as no. 257; the 
sini.steras no. 702. PI. XXXIH, fig. 1. 

W. illustrates in his frontispiece. 

Tins raagniGcent boss may be assijjncd to Sir John Stanley, K.G., who died 1414. Sec no. 
70a, It is vciy deeply cut ; running from the beak of the eagle is a'schedule or scroll, which 
curls Kick to the rib of the vault, but being cut in the side of the Ki^does not show in the plate. 

611. On a chevron a mullet pierced; a label of three. 

C, fol. Ha., fol. 23, 

W; docs not bbzon or ascribe. 

See nos. 307, 391. and 635. 

612. As no. 117. 

fol. 14- I la., fol. 23. 

613. As no. 355. PI. XXXIll, fig, 5. 

C., foL 13, and I la., fol. ^ draw the garlands as Catherine-wheels. 

Vy. says ‘as no. 136’, wliiidi is not correct 

It‘ is interesting to compare this shield with i»os. 136, 355. 397, and 603, and notice the 
differences in the ordinaries and the garlands. 

614. As no. 297. 

615. A l>end engrailed, a bordure. 

C.', fol. 13, and Ha., fol, :g, both draw the bend plain an<l the Ijordure engrailed 
W. docs not blazon or osenbe. 

Possibly Colcpeper with a diflcrcnce. U will noticed that Colepe|)er occurs several times 
in this compartment. 

616. A pair of hames. PI. XXXIV, fig. 12. 

&arlen, fol. 11\ G., fol. 13, and Hn., lol. 33, mistiniw as a barnacle. 

W. suggest, U»is is a badge of St. Jolin, who used it o/\ and sa^-s William de St. John was 
master of bnggage-xvagons to William the Conqueror. 

Sec note on no. 299. 

f>i7. As no. 311. 

618. No. 617: an anniilct in sinister chief. 

fir9. No. 307 ho. 524. 

C., foL 13, and lla., foL 23, draw the bend in the dexter ewtt as 'chequy. 

See lio. 534, and compare no. 629. 

620. A bend engrailed (as no. 74). 

W, blazons or, a Itriui ttigraiMgu„ and assigns to Wrottesley, but gives no reason. It is 
more probably Colcpeper. 

621. As no. 311, with a label of three. 
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622. As no. 492. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., I'ol. 23. 

623. No. 622 iinpalhig no. 613. 

Scarlett, fol. ii'*. C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, misdraw impaled shield, as they did no. 613. 

624. No. 622 impaling no. 206. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

625. No. 307 impaling no. 611 (mullet not pierced). PI. XXXIX, fig. 8. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit the crescent and the mullet, and draw bend in dexter coat 
as chequy. 

W. misdescribes. 

626. A unicorn salient quartering semy of lis. 

This is Harling {arg., a unicorn salient sa., armed and unguled or) quartering Mortimer of 
Attleborough {or, semy of lis sa.). The coat of Harling alone is at no. 636. Sir John de Harling 
(who died before 1411) married Cecily, one of the coheirs of Mortimer of Attleborough, and 
there was issue of this marriage Sir Robert, a noted warrior, who was at Meaux in 1412 and was 
killed at Paris in 1435. Thomas Harling was a legatee and executor of Richard Earl of Arundel 
(died 1397), the archbishop’s brother. Robert Herlyng of Norwich and Sandwich, who died in 
1396, desired by will to be buried in the chancel of St. Peter’s Church, Sandwich, before the 
high altar. 

627. As no. 307. 

W. says ‘ as no. 614 ’, which is not so. 

628. As no. 627, with a label of three. PI. XXXVI, fig. 2. 

Notice how in this fine bold shield the crescent is arranged so as to show through the label. 

629. No. 297 quartering no. 524. 

C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. 23, draw bend in first and fourth quarters as chequy. 

Compare no. 619. 

630. Colepeper (as no. 74), a mullet pierced at the top of the bend for difference. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, omit the mullet. 

Compare the shields in this compartment, which W. omits to notice. 

631. As no. 311, a martlet in sinister chief for difference. 

C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. 23, misdraw as a bend engrailed. 

W. misdescribes. 

632. As no. 280. 

633. As no. 524. 

634. Quarterly, on a bend three escallops. 

W. blazons quarterly or and az., on a bend gu., three escallops arg., and assigns to Fastolfe 
without comment. 

That family owned property in Romney Marsh. In 1386 Hugh Fastolf, citizen of London, 
and his wife Joan are found settling some thousand acres there (apparently the wife’s inheritance) 
on themselves and their issue in tail male (Feet of Fines, 9 Rich. H, no. 593). A Hugh Fastolfe 
used such a shield as this on his seal. See the Catalogue of Seals in the British Museum, s. v. 
A more distinguished member of the family, the celebrated warrior Sir John Fastolfe, K.G., 
seems to have borne crosslets and not escallops on the bend. 

635. Two bars, in chief three (?) cinquefoils. 

C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 23. 
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W. blazons sa., two bars ami in chief three cinquefoils arg., and ascribes without comment to 
Walden. 

The charges in chief are much perished. They might be roses, but are more probably 
cinquefoils. The sculptor has so decorated his bars that they might pass ior gcmels. But W. is 
probably right in his blazon, though in S. the bars are shown as ermine, where curiously 
enough the Walden shield is next to no. 634. See also no. 803. 

636. Harling (as at no. 626). PI. XX XII, fig. 5. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, give colours arg., a unicorn sa., and ascribe to Harlinge. 

See no. 626. W. is so attracted by the artist’s rendering that he tries to reproduce the shield 
in his margin. But the original is better. 

^ 37 - As no. 504, though here the mullets are pierced. 

C., fol. 13. Ha., fol. 23. 

638. As no. 298. 

639. On a bend engrailed a crescent in the upper part for difference. 

C., fol. 13, and Ha., fol. 23, draw the crescent in sinister chief. 

W. describes as if no. 624. 

This is no doubt arg., a bend engrailed gu., on it in chief a crescent or, for difference, a coat 
once in the windows of Headcorn Church, according to C., fol. 40, for its founder—a Colepeper. 

640. A chevron engrailed between three (?) partridges. PI. XL, fig. 12. 

C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W. describes as martlets, which they certainly are not, for which see no. 285. 

The same coat is impaled at no. 642, where the birds have nearly perished. 

641. Six lis: three, two, and one. 

C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W. blazons arg., sixfleurs de lis as., three, hoo, ami one, and ascribes to Fulke Peyforer, sheriff 
43 Hen. HI. W. mentions that Potyn used a similar coat. 

Peyforer bore the lis sable, and it was Potyn who bore them azure, while the Lenhams bore 
sa., six lis or, both coats being probably derived from Peyforer. 

642. No. 641 impaling x\o. 640. 

C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. 24, reverse the coats so as to make the dexter the sinister. 

A.““ Colepeper (as no. 74), an annulet on upper part of the bend for difference. 

Not noticed by W. 

Colepeper (as no. 74), a martlet on upper part of the bend for difference. 

Not noticed by W. 

C.®^ No. 74 (?) impaling no. 307. 

Not noticed by W. The dexter shield is difficult to read as the bend is incised in wavy lines, 
leaving considerable doubt as to what is in fact intended. 

COJIPAKTMENT 30. 

643. A castle. In the centre a great gatehouse triple-towered, over the gate 

a large shield charged with a lion rampant. From behind the shield issue 
arms with banded armour, the hands gra.sping the corner towers of the castle. 
Below the gatehouse is a coronet, and within the coronet is a lion couchant. 
From the sides of the coronet issue ostrichfeathers, which surround the castle, 
and a chain runs up the quill of each. Pl.XXXII, fig. n. Details ibid. 
figs. 6 and 10. ^ 


CATHEDRAL CHURCH OF CHRIST AT CANTERBURY 54 « 

\V. ascriU*8 lt> John of Gauni as King of Castile and Leon, and suggests that tlic objc‘ ia 
grasped by the hands are the pillars of Hcrailts, often found on Spanish coins. W, gives a 
reproduction in his frontispiece, which is very inaccurate, omitting the coronet, the lion, and the 
clwin. Tins is observed upon by Mr. Streatfeild, wIm» gives a more correct representaiiiiii, but 
does not seem to differ from VV/s ascription, which, however, may well be doubted.* The boss is 
very deeply cut, the lion in the comnel being quite at the sidi; of it, and the ostrich feathers also 
Wiv turnip towards the sides. 

O44. Ncvill (as no. 41/1) impaling Beaufort (tis no. 197). 

C, fol. 14 . Ha., fol. X4. 

W. blazons Nevill giu, a saltire <tty., and the Beaufort bordure a.s my. mitl ttz.. znd 

ascribes to Ralph Neville, first liail of WestmorLmd, who married as his second wife Joan, 
half-sister of King Henry IV. W. gives a long note about the distinguished issue of this 
marriage and their descendants. 

645. A cros.s tjngrailed. 

C., fol. 14, Ha., fol, 24. 

W, assigns to I laut, as no. 130. 

It is more probably, having regard to the next shield, here intended lor or, u trass mgtailtd 
sa„ for Moluin of Oiinster. 

646. Alontacute (as no. 171) impaling Mohun of Dunslor (as no. 645). 

VV. points out that William de Montacute, Earl of Salisbury, K.G., who died 1397 * utarried 
as his second wife Klizalieih, daughter and coheir of John Lord Mohun of Ounster, and refer* 
to the carl's seal, fol. 447 of llarl. MS ^o^- 

The countess died 1414 n. /». Her .sisters' shields are at nos. 657 and 672. 

(rt|7, Despencer fas no. 218) impaling Burghersh (as no. 102). 

G., fol 14, and Ha., fol. 24, only give the lion one tail. 

W. assigns correctly to Edward Lord Desi>cncer, K.G., who married Eliaabcth, tlaughter .nnd 
heir of Bartholomew, second Lord Burghersh. 

He wa.s grandson of the Clare coheiress (no. t 68 l and died 137^ His wife’s name is soinetinus) 
given as Joan, which causes her to be confused with her aunt Joan, Lady Mohun. The son of 
this marriage was Thomas Earl of GIouccstci (no. 675). and the grantlMin Richard Lord Dcspencer. 
who died in 1414 (no. 660). 

O48. Strange of Knockyn (as no. 138). 

fol. 8. C.. fol, 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

Sec no. 657. 

649. Holland, Duke of Exeter (as no..48i). 

C., fol, 14, and Ila., foL 24, Iroih draw as France and England quarterly in a bordure of France. 

See till. 653. 

650. Mowbray (as atno. Fitzalan andWarenne quarterly (as no. 189), 

W. points out that Thoma.s Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk, who diotl at Venice in 1399, married 
Elizabeth, sister and colieir of Thomas Kiiailan, Earl of Arundel. 

f\!vL A lion rampant crowned. 

A., fol 8. C., (ol. 14. Ha., fol. X}. 

W. blazons sa.. a lion rampant ary., crownnl or, and assign.-s to Sogravc, pointing out tliat 
they were connected with Folkestone and Addington in Kent, and that the original arms of the 

' Sir Winiam Hope, in the diHCiissian after the reading of thr paper, pointed out lliat the ostrich featlicr 

with the chain wax uaed by Edwanl Uufei; ol York Ison of Edmund of l.angky), who dierl at Agincourt, and 

that ptxibably the correct ascription of this great boss may be discDvcrcd by following that clue. 
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(ainily were sa., Ww/anH that when C>iilH:rt de Scgravr (/m/. Henry I III 

married an heiress of Chaucumbe he assumed the arms of that family, and John Segravc sealed 
the Poj>e*s kittT, 29 Edw. I. with the crowned lion, with a garb on each side of the shield. 

The lion on the Pope's tcucr €liM:s not lc><»lc as if n were crowned. 

John Lord Segntve married Margaret, daughter and heir of Thomas rie Rrotherton, and their 
daughter and heir married Jolm Lord Movvbi^ay; sec page^459 and nos. 161,663, and 673. 

052. Mowbray (as at no. 6>o) impaling Holland, Duke of Exeter (as no. i8i). 

A., foi.a 

W. points out that Thomas, eldest son and heir ofThomas M<»wbray, Duke of Norfolk, married 
Constance, daughter of John IloUand, Duke of Exeter. 

She was niece of Henry IV. 

633. Holland. Duke of Exeter (as no. i8i) impaling the royal arras (as no. 157). 

A., fol. 8. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W. explains correctly, as see supra, p. 459. 

654. Beauchamp (a.s no. 139). 

C, fol. 14. Ha.| fol. 24. 

Heir the fess IS borrlcivd so as to look as If it had a rectangular compaiiment on the top of iL 

655. Fitzalan tjnarleriug VVarenne (as no. 189). 

A., fol. p, C., foL 14. I la., fol. 24. 

656. A chevron. 

A., foL 8. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W. blaxons arg., a chevron sa., and assigns witlioiit comment to Rempston.; 

See no. 490, But in this compartment it is more likely Stafford. 

<157. Strange of Knock}Ti (as no. 138) Mohun of Dunstcr (as no. 645). 

A., fol. p, ascribes to Dvmockc and Cliflbnf. 

W. asenbes correctly to john Lord Strange, who married Maud, eventually coheir of her 
lather, John Lord Mohun of Dunster. 

Her sislera' shields arc at nos. 646 and 673. John Lord Strange died 1397. 

658, Per pale, a bend. 

A., fol. 7*, 

W.. bbzons/rr/rt/f at. aiidgit,, a hetui or, and ascribes witliout comment to Langton. 

ITiesc are the anns usually assigned to Stephen l.angtun, arcjibishop 1206-28. 

659. I'itzalan t/uarlering Warenne (as no. 180). 

A., fol. p. 

66a Despencer (as no. 218) impaling Nevill (as at no. 64.4). 

A., fol- p. fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24 

W. a^ribes to Richai^ Lord Despencer, who died s.p, 1414. Me married Eleanor, daughtcrof 
Ralph Earl of Westmorland, by Joan Beaufort. 

Sec no. 644. Ricliard Lord Dcsjiencer was son ol 1'homa.s Earl of Gloucester (no, 675), and 
grandson of Edward Lord Despencer (no. 647). 

061. Nevill (as at no. fifx)). 

A., fol. 7^ 

W. blaxon.s m,, a saltire or, and ascribes w’ithout comment to Si. Albans Abbey. 

It is here more pmbably Nevill. 

662. .^Vh incscuicheon. 

A., fob 7. C., fol. 14. IJ., fol. 24. 
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\V. blazons tn., ftn wnsrufi’JmuM or, and ascribes to Bertram without comment. 

Bui compare his blazon of no. 95. A simibr coat wki Jwirnc by Harlestone. The sliieUl, as 
carved, may be compared with rto. 51. It (lincis fn>m Bertram as carved at no. 95. 

Mowbr.iy (as at no. 650) ^ifar/entfg Sei^ave (;ls no. 651). 

A., fol. 7\ oiniLs the crown.s. as do C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. ^4, who inorcovcr omit any quarterly 
markings. 

W. blazons as under nos. 16: and 651. 

The'»me coats im|>jded at no. 667; explained at no. 631. 

664. Thomas <le Brotherton (a.s at no. 161), but here with a label of five. 

A., foL 7**, draws as If the royal arms (no. 157), a label of five. C.. fol. (4, and Ha., fol. 04, draw 
a label of three. 

W. blazons as he does at no. 161. 

See nos. 161, 673, and 763 

665. Despencer (as no. 218). 

A., fol. 7*. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

6fi6. Nevill (as no. 661), with a label of three impaling llolland (as no. 278). 

A., fol. 7\ draws the saltire a.s a chewon. 

W. blazons the label or, and ascribes to Sir John N^nll, son of Ralph, second Earl of West¬ 
morland, and says Sir John married Constance Holland, daughter of John Duke of Exeter. 

W. is mistaken. It is for Sir John Ne\nll. the eldest son of Ralph, first Earl of Westmorland. 
Sir John died v.fi, 1423, having married in 1394 Elizabeth, fifth daughter of Thomas Holland, Earl 
of Kent, eventually fm 1407) coheir to her brother Edmund. 

667. Mowbray impaling Segrave (see no. 663). PI. XXXI\\ 7. 

A., fol. a 

W. says as no. 663, which is incorrect. 

668. Mowbray (as at no. 650) impaling'^^\\\\ (a.'i no. 661). 

A., fol. 8. 

W. blazTins a.s before, and ascribes to John Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk, w'ho married Cathc' 
line, daughter of Ralph Nevill, first Earl of Westmorland. 

She was his daugiuer by Joan Beaufort (no. 6441. 

669. Mohiin of Dunster (as no. 645) impaling Burghersh (as no. 102). 

A., fol. 8. 

W. blazons and ascribes to John I.ord Mohun of Dunster. who mamed Joan, daughter of 
Bartholomew Lord Burghorsh, who Is buried in the undercroft, and quotes her inscription. 

She obtained from Rirhard II a large donation towards the nave, and was also herself a gene¬ 
rous benefactor to the cathedral and prinry. By agreement with the prior and convent in 1^3 
site was allowed to found a chantry in the undercroft, and to erect a monument to be buriw 
within. Thb was finwhed before her dcadi in 1404. By her will, of which the archbishop was 
an executor, shtt left a legacy of ten marcs to Brother John. her own confessor. This was possibly 
John Schepene (A.*^i. Sea further LMe's Duns/rr. 

670. MontacuUt (rus no. 171). 

A., foL 8. 

671. Three bends. 

A., fol. 8. C., f<»l. 14. and Ha., fol. 24. draw as bendy of eight. 

W. neither blazons nor ascril>cs. 

Sec no. 5523. 
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<^72. 'l‘hc Duke of York (as no. JS4) impaling Moluin of Diin.stor (as no. 6.15), 

A., I«»l. B, omits rlwrftts on label. C., fol. 14,and Ila.. foL 24.draw three lis (?j on each point 

VV. blazons as before, and ascribes to Edv4*ard, Duke of York, who married Pinlipiw, daughter 
and coheir of ,Iohn Lord Mohun (no. 66gi. 

He was sf;eond duke, and brother to Ricliard of Cnnlug;sb6it»ugli. The wife was coheir with 
her sisters (nos. 646 and ^71. 

675. 'ITiomas dc Brotherton (as nt>. C/k^) qnarfeying Mowbray (as at no. f»so), 

A. foi.a 

\V. hla/onsas he did no. i6t, which see. 

674. BuiT^^hersh (its no. 102). 

A., foL 7**. 

W. bbzons gu^ a lion ramfmntor, queuffotx/ti^, and says the manor of Chiding.stonc Burghersh 
was heltl by Sir Bartholomew Burghersh, K.tl., and i'unveyed by him to Sir Walter Pavdey, K.G. 

See no. 647. The coat as blazoned by W.was, according to Hart MS.;)9«7. in the win^wsof 
I’unstall Church. See Exxnfta Caniiam, p. 6. 

O75. Dcspcncer (n.^ no. 218) impaling Edmund of Lonjrjey, Duke of York ((ls 
no. 184). 

A., foi. f, 

W. assigns to Thomas Despencer, Earl of Gloucester, who marrletl CcuvsUnce, d.^ughter of 
Edmund of Langley. He was beheaded in 1400. 

She was sister to Kieharrl of Coningsliorough (no. 191), Sec no. 672. 
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••V 

676. An elephant with a castle on his back, charged on his side with the^arms 
ot Jerusalem (as at no. 322). PL X'XXllI, tig. 3. 

W. illusU'aicd thU boss in hU fronuspiece, when the inink of the elephant, now broken, was 
perfect 11 e ascribes to Beaumont, and r^ers to a standard of William, second Viscount Beaumont 
in Harl. MS. 4632. 

The elephant Ls a well-known Beaumont badge, and is on the brass of the second viscount at 
Wivenhoe. See no. 3. 

llic first Baron B^umont was a grandson of John. King of Jentsalcm, and in consequence 
the family used tin* arms of Jeriisalem, putting them in the first quarter of their shidd with Uieir 
OW’D family arms in the s^^cond. The family unns are .somelinies said to be derived ti oni the ro\'al 
anus of France, but that contention has not been established, 
i John, fourtii baron, was Lord Warden from 1392, and was a K.G He married Catherine, 
daughter and lieir of Thomas Everingham of I.axton, Noti*,, who wirvived him till 1426. lie 
died In 1396^ aiul was succeedi’d by 1 lenry. his son and heir. a.s fifth baron, who was made a K.B. 
at the coronation in 1399. He mairied iK-fore 1405 Kh/..‘ilteih, daughter of William l.oni 
Willoughby of Eresby, by Lucy, daughter of Roger tc Strange. The filth, l>an>n diol in 1413,' 
and to him this boss may i>e asM'riticd, 

677. Jefusiilem qnartefing Beaumont (as no. 322). 

A.. foL 6", 

678^ Not found, it is cle.scrilx*(l by W. as like no. 677. 

679^ As no. <»77. 
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IkStj. As no. 677, hut wurh lion is charfrcd on the shoulder with an annulet for 
<llft'crence. 

A., fol. 7. C.. fol. 74. and i la., fol. 24, omit the lis and the annulet,. 

W, omits to notice tlie annulet. 

6S1. As no. 677, with a label of three. 

A., fol 7, omits the lalH.-). 

VV. omits to notice the label. 

This sericsofBeaumontslueld.s gives rise to a suspicion that they were all dilTcrenccd. It will be 
noticed that two are so; one with a label across the whole shield; and the other with an annulet on 
each lion instead of in some central point; an interesting detail. 'I'he others may have been differ- 
enced also, but the cotidiiion of the shields nos. 677 and 679 is such as to make it impossible to 
detennine the point, though, to the eye of imagination, there may appear some kind of object 
on the lion’s shoulders. See no. 753. 

6fi2. Beaumont (a.s no. 35) quurtcrhig Comyn (as no. 707). 

A-, fol, omits the lis. C., fol. 14- I la., fol. 24. 

W. misrlcaicribcs, but as.signs to Henry de Beaumont, wlio attended Edward I into Scotland, 
and married Alice, daughter and heir of Alexander Comyn, Earl o| Ihighan. 

\V. hlaxons Comyn as wr, Ihrcr gu^ but that can be corrected hy tlie .stall-plate (mi, xvf 
of the lady’s great grandson, Sir John, fourth Lonl Beaumont, K.G., which sliows/ic„//irrc.^o;i!w 
or. Sec nos. 373 and 685. 

<'183. Jerasalom and Be.iumont (as no. 322) impaling Heniy of I jinca.ster 

(as no. 481). 

A., fol. 6’’, shows the label plain. 

W. omits the word ' lis* in hb description, but assigns to Jolin dc Beaumont idicrl T342), who 
mam’cd Eleanor, daughter of Henry Earl of Loincastcr. 

They were tin* grandparents of the K.G. of the stall-plate. John dc Beaumont only 5ur>'ived 
his fatlicr two years, and so had only one summons to Parliament as Lord Beaumont. I lis wife 
was mother to Archbishop Arundel. Sec no. 752- 

684. JeriL‘silem and Beaumont quarkrty (as no. 322) impaling Vore (as no. (6). 

A., fol. 7. C., fol. 14. and Ha., fbl. 24, omit the lis. 

W. as^rilx^s to Lord Beaumont idied 13691. who married the daughter of Juhndv Verc, 

Earl of Oxford. 

W. by mistake calls her Margaret. Her name was Maud (see no. 704). ’Hicse are the parents 
of the K.G. of the slall-platc. 

685. Jrrusalom and Beaumont qmirkrly (as no, 322) impalrngo. lion rampant vair. 

A., fol. 6, does not note Ihr vair, C., fol. J4, and I la., fol. 34, omit the lis and the wir. and 
make the lion of the impaled coMguaniant, 

W. blazons the field of the impaled coat os and ascribes to the K.G. of the stall-plate who 
married Catlierinc. daughter ol 'riioinasdc Evcrlngham. W. adds that this John Lortl Beaumont 
was Constable of r)ovi;r Castle anti Warden of the Ciiwpic Ports, and died 1396. 

f>86. Ferrers (as no. 15) impaling MonUicutc and Monthermer quarterly no. 232). 

A., fol. 7. C., fol..14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W, assigns to William Lord Ferrers of Groby, who married Margaret Montacuic, daughter 
of John Earl of 55 alLsbury. 

She was his second wife (see no. 709). She was the daughter of Maud, daughter and heir of 
Adam Kraunceb.a Lortl Mayor of London, who married before 1383 as her third husband John, 
voi.. i,xvi. 3 z 
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thinl Earl of Salisbury'. The carl diet) in 1400. The countess surviwU till 1434 ’ITiis shield 
and no. 709 enable no, 699 to be assigned with some confidence u* f i.rrcrs. 

Observe how «hc eagle’.s tail i& prolonged to fill the shield. 

6S7. Jerusalem and Beaumont quarterly (as no. 323) Impaling Uffortl anti Wil¬ 
loughby quarterly (as no. 235). 

A..I’ol.6^. 

..W. ascribes to Henry Lord Beaumont, who married Elizabeth, daughter of William Loral 
Willoughby of Eresby. 

Henry, fifth l.ord, was son of the K.G. of the stall-plate (no. 635 t. He died 1413. 

688. Thr* royal arms (as no. 157), 

A., fol. 6^. 

689. The Prior}' of C'hrist Church (as no. 430). 

W< misdescribes. 

Archbishop Arundel (as no. 11). 

A, fol. 7. 

691. As no. , 105. 

A., fol. 7. 

692. Everingham (a.s at no. 685).’ f*l. XXXNTII. fig. 2. 

A. fol. omiLs the vair. 

693. No. 233 impaling no. 105. 

^A., fol. 6^ oinils the billets. 

The ame coats ijtidtirrmi at nos. 063 and 335. 

694. N o. 79 impaling no. 265. 

A„ fol. 6, omits the escallop. C, fol. 14, and Ma., fol. 24, omit die billets. 

60s. Not louiui: it Ls described by W. as like no. 685. 

(yp. A cross molinc quartering a lion rampant; a label of three over all. 

A., fat; 6, C., fol. 14, and Ha.; fol. 24, omit the label. 

697. As no. f»96. but the dexter point of the label charged with ah annulet. 

These shields show no billets, but in \*iew of no. 693 it is impossible not to suspect that the 
sadptor has omitted them. ^ 

(jo8. As no. 341, Jerusalem and Beaumont quarterly (as no. 32a), 

A., foL 6. 

609. Ferrers (?) (its at no. (>&>) impaling (crusalcm and Beaumont (luarL^rly (a.s 
no. 322). PI. XXXVI. fig.5. 

A., fol. 6. C., fol. 14, and 1 la., fol. 24. omit Beaumont. 

700. Three gallcy.s. PI. XXXIX, fig. 12. 

A.| ftil. 6- 

W. blazons as^tiirtt tyilUyi in or, and asirihes to Portugal on the authority of Harl, 
MS. no. 463a, fol. whidr $.nvs they are the old •nrms of the King of Portugal. 

In another manuscript {Anccfttn-, vol. ui. p, igat they arc given as the ‘Roy dc NorrewayeV 
Mr. Streatfeild also, in Exccifta Canliana, p, 17, ascribes this to Haco King of Norway, citing 
an early MS. of M.siiltew Paris which belonged to the Abbey of Sl Albans, now in the Kiug's 
Ubraiy in the Britisl) Museum, which sltows the amts in a m.Trginal illumination ^n., tkntgnlUyt 
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beaked or, the uppermost ensigned by a cross arg., as the arms of Haco. It is further pointed out 
that, through Matthew Paris, King Haco was a benefactor of St. Albans. 

701. Popham Zouche-(as no. 357). 

A., fol. 6, draws the stags’ heads as lions’ heads jessant de lis. 

W. says ‘ as no. 356 ’, which is not correct. 

Note the roundels as in no. 357. 

702. Lathom qiiaytering (as at no. 6io). 

A., fol. 6. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 28. 

W. blazons quarterly i and 4, or, on a chief indented az., three bezants (Lathom); 2 and j, arg., 
on a bend az., three stags’ heads caboshed or (Stanley). 

Sir John Stanley (second son of William Stanley of Stanley) established his fortunes by 
martyring the heiress of Lathom, daughter of the foundling of the legend. He was steward of the 
household of Henry IV and Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, where he died in 1414. He had a grant 
of the Isle of Man in 1405 (after the forfeiture by Hotspur), and was made K.G. in the same year. 
In 1409 he was made constable of Windsor Castle, which office he held to his death. W., in his 
note on no. 610, gives some interesting details of some later crests, badges, and seals of the 
Stanleys from Lansdowne MS. no. 858, fol. 22'', and Julius c. 7, fol. 196. 

703. Ferrers (as no. 15). 

A., fol. 6. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

See no. 686. 

704. Devereux (as no. 710) i/npalingYere. (as no. 16). 

A., fol. 6*’. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

W. misdescribes, but refers to a seal of Sir John Devereux (Harl. MS. 5805, fol. 385) in 
a document dated at Ludlow, 12th Sept. 1341. 

This is for Sir John Devereux, K.G., whose stall-plate is no.xiii of Sir William Hope’s series. 
He was Lord Warden, and was summoned to Parliament as Lord Devereux. He married as her 
third husband Maud, daughter of John de Vere, seventh Earl of Oxford, by Maud, daughter of 
Bartholomew Lord Badlesmere, coheir to her brother. Maud Lady Devereux had previously 
married: (i) Sir Nicholas Lovain, (2) Henry, third Lord Beaumont (no. 684). 

The garter-plate gives the blazon of Devereux as arg., a fess gtt., and in chief three torteaux ; 
on the fess a mullet pierced or, for difference, as W. gives it. The K.G. was of the younger branch 
of the family. 

It may be observ’ed that Sir John’s only daughter Joan, ev’entually heir to her brother, married 
Walter Lord Fitzwalter (no. 712). 

705. Jerusalem and Beaumont quarterly (as no. 322) inipalitig Cornyn (as no. 707). 

A., fol. 6^ 

W. says ‘ as no. 682 ’, which is incorrect. See that number. 

706. As no. 341. 

A., fol. 6'’. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 24. 

See no. 698. 

707. Comyn. 

A., fol. 6^ 

W. blazons incorrectly. It should be az., three garbs or, as in the stall-plate (see no. 682). 

The slight horning of the shield at its upper corners should be noticed. 

708. Vere (as no. 16). 

A., fol. 6'*. 

See no. 704. 
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709. Ferrers (as no. 15) impaliug Clitford (as no. 251). 

A., fol. 7. C., fol. T4. Ha., fcA. 44. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

yolh these coats (Clifford witli an annulet on the less) arc on the altar-tomh in West Pcckhani 
Church of Sir William Colepc|)er idled 1457), who married a Ferrers of Groby. Willbm Lord 
Ferrers of Groby married as his first wife Philippa, daughter of Roger Lord de Clifford. 
Sec no. 686. 

710. Devereux. A less; in chief three roundels; on the fess a midlet pierced. 

A., fol. 7. C., fol. 14, and Ha., fol. 24, omit the mullet. 

W. sa^Ts * os no. 704 *, which is mcorrect. 

See notes on no. 704. 'Fliis occurs agHui by Hiiothcr sculptor at no. 7H0. 

711. Three pelicans vulning themselves impolhig a fess behveen two chcvron.s. 

A., fol. 7, colours the impaled coat—the field ^m.. the rest arg. C.. fol. 14. Ha., fol. a.} 

W, blazons the dexter coal as.. lhrt< f>elicans arg„ two aud one, but does not blazon tlie sinister, 
ihougli he points out that Collins in his Hnwnagr (hy Ht^'dges, vol, v, p- 49O mentions a seal 
bearing these coats quarterly as used by Sir John de Pelham, 20 Ridi. II | (397), W, ul!>o reiers 
to (ither Pelliam seals andl»dgt::s mentioned by Collins. 

It is difficult to determine who-se the iiii]>alcd coat j;*, as no j>cthgrec3 of Pelham give any 
assistance. 

Sir Ji»liti Pelham and his wife were prayed for at Arundel’s chanliy, and his effigy was, 
according to Scarlett, in the Chapter Iloasc windows in hb coat armour,*/u.. ///ree fv/mns arg., 
vnhtedga. I le died in 1439. after a distinguished career in the royal ser\'ice. He was constable 
of Pevcnscy 1393, and with Heiuy IV at Pontefract. He was K.B. at the coronation, and 
stetvard of the duchy of iuincaster in 1405; treosurer in 1412. Me appears to have acted 
politically with the pany of Archbishop Arundel. He was executor under the wills of I lemy IV, 
of Thomas lliikc of Claivricc, and of Huiuy V. The name of his wife is given as Joan, daughter 
of Sir John Escures, who is sometimes made wife of his only son Jolm. Tlic arm.s of E-scures 
are given as arg., a tree tnuiitatni vert fruited gu. So ihe beautiful shields nos. 452 und 543 may 
Ire for that name. 

712. A fesB between two chevrons. 

A... fol, 7. C., fol. 14. Ha., fol. 25. 

W. blazons or, a /ess inter tzeo ehtrrons sa.^ and ascribes without comroeni to Lisle. 

That coat appears on stall-plate xxxv. Hut in this compartment it might equally well lui 
Filzwalter (or, a/ess (>etteeen two fhevrons gu.) as suggested at no. 704. Or if the impaled coat in 
no. yri is ever determined it might l)c that 

713. Not found. It described by W. as a bordurt git., and assijpiecl by 
him to Henry de Essex, Constable of England, who, temp. Henry I, hehl 
Saltwood Ca.stIo, or hts son and heir Hugh. 

The connexion witli Utc cloisters is remote. Probably W. has duplicated no. 662. 

A. *^ Henry Earl of Lancaster (as no. 481)1 

A., fol. 6. 

W. omits to notice this shield. 

B. " Ufiord qttarterhtg Willoughby (as no. 24s). 

A., fol. 7. C., fol. 15 Ha., fol. 25. 

W. omits to notice thU shield. 
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Compartment 32. 

714. A double-headed eagle. 

A., fol. 5. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 29. 

W. blazons or, an eagle displayed sa., double-headed, and ascribes to the Empire. 

For nearly all the shields in this compartment reference should be made to the Ancestor, 
vol. iii, pp. 191 sqq. 

715. A cross. 

A., fol. 5’’, gives colours az., a cross arg. 

W. blazons gti., a cross arg., and ascribes to Savoy. 

716. St. Thomas of Canterbury (as no. 19 but crosses not fitchy). 

A., fol. 5’’, colours the impaled coat arg., three bcckets sa., beaked and tnemberedgu. C., fol. 17, 
and Ha., fol. 29, omit the see. 

•717. A cross. 

A., fol. 5’’, colours arg., a cross gu. 

VV. blazons sa., a cross arg., and assigns to St. Augustine. 

It was borne by the Abbey of St. Augustine, Canterbury. As blazoned by A. it is St. George. 

718. Three lis, a bend quartering the chains of Navarre. PI. XLI, fig, 4. 

A., fol. 5^ 

W. blazons quarterly, i and 4, az., seniee de lis or, a bendlct gobonce arg. and gu. (Evreux); 
2 and 3, gu., a cross, saltire, and orle of chains or (Navarre). He adds no note. 

W. is wrong in two points. The first and fourth quarters are not semy de lis; and the bend 
is here not gobony. When the coat occurs again at no. 773 it is, and no doubt the marks were 
(unless they have disappeared since) omitted per inenriam by the sculptor here. It is difficult to 
be certain, but it looks as if at no. 773 the sculptor intended semee de lis. He has there rendered 
the chain also in rather a different and more vivid manner. 

The arms are those of Joan of Navarre, the second queen of Henry IV, who survived him. 

719. Quarterly and four lions passant. 

A., fol. 5^ C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 29. 

W. blazons quarterly, gu. and or, four lions passant counterehanged, and ascribes to Wales 
without comment. 

720. A saltire. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. Since this compartment is full of the arms of countries it 
may be the St. Andrew’s cross of Scotland. 

721. A lion rampant quartering castle. 

A., fol. 5*', assigns to Castile and Arragon. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, reverse the quarters. 

W, blazons quarterly : i and 4, arg., a lion rampant gu. (Leon); 2 and j,gu., a castle or (Castile), 
but adds no note. 

The conne.\ion of the Plantagenets with the house of Castile and Leon was very close, since 
two of the sons of Edward III married daughters of that house. See also no. 774. 

722. An eagle displayed quartering a lion rampant with forked tail. 

‘ A.,fol.5>'. 

W. describes the lion as crowned (which it is not), and refers in a note to no. 223. See that 
shield and the note there. 

723. A hare salient. . . . 

A., fol. 5. 


550 


'lltH HKKAl.DKY IN THH CLOISTERS OF THE 

W. blM/(]iib it hart:initiaiitpropcy, and ascribes to Tliraoe on Uie authority <if Marl. MS. 5^2. 

*Lc koy dc Tarsse* in the old roll, reproduced o|iposite p. 320 of the article on Heraldry, 
£ncyc. Bnt^ iilh edition. 

724. The roval amis (as no. i ^7). 

A.. 

723. Tht* Islt* of Man (as no 257). 

A., foL6. C., fol. 17. lia., fol. 39. 

726. A harp. 

A., fql. 5\ called IrcluniL C., lol. 17. Ha., lol. 29. 

W. blu2«)n.s it£„ a harp or, and ascribes to Ireland without comment. 

The object does not fill the shield, which, from an aitistic jMiint of new, is not a success. 

727. Si. EthellKTl (as no. 119). 

728. A lion raihpani witJiin a double tressurc'flory, counterflory. 

C.. fob 5, c^cd Scotland. C., fol. 17, and Ha., lol. 29, draw as if Beaumont. 

W. blazons or, a Uom rampant within a tressitre /Ior&; wnnierflorit and ascribes to 
Scotland. 

The treasure'is double und Uic lis veiy bold. The whole shield is l^utifuUy rmtdered. 

729. Ermine, on u chief three mullets of six pia ced. 

A., fol. 4\ C,, fol. 17, and Ha., fol 29, all omit the t^inc, 

W. does not blazon, but at no. 766, which is not now found, he blazons innine, on a <hitf gu., 
two nmtUis 0/stx piunfa ur, ptcrceJ, and ascribes to Fiubernard, with a note lliat that laiiiily held 
the manor of Kingsdowm near Wrotham till it was earned by an heiress, Margaret, to Badlesmcre. 

But tlie Kitzbcmaitls Iwrr the field vair, not ermine. This present shield is asenbed i<> 
liauuii in Papworth, but the roll is teinp. Henry ill and Edward I. 

730. Four pales. 

A., fol. 6. C.. fol. rj, Ha., lol, a8. 

W blazons or, Jour /xikites gu., and ascribes to Provence. 

And so borne by Eleanor ol Provence, wife of Henry til. Witli the pales sa, it imgnt be 
Suabolgi of Chilham Castle. At no. 735 is llie same coat, but ihci'e Uic paks ai’c incised. 

731. A cross between four letters B back to bade. 

Scarlett, fol. 1 i!*. A., fol. 5*, called Constantinople. C., fol. 17, and lla., foL 29, draw none of 
the letters reversed. 

W. blazons gu.. a cross inter four, letters B tuidorsed or, and ascribes to Constantinople without 
note. 

732. The Sa\iour on the cross. 

C., fol 17. ] 4 a., fol 29 

W* blazons <rs., the Saviour on the cross or, hxkI ascribes to Ethiopia, and adds in a note from 
Harl. MS. 5852; ‘The Emperor called Presier John." 

733. France. 

A., fol. 5, called France. C.. fuL 17. Ha., fol. 29. 

VV.- blazons az., three jlmn He tie or, and ascribes to Fiance. 

734. 1‘ivc escutcheons in aoss, each charged with live roundels saltirewise, and 
a bordurc charged with castles. 

A., fol. 5, called Purtugal. C.. fol. 17. Ha., fol. 29 

W. blazons oif fve ' escutcheons in cross az.,Jive plates in saitire, on a hordnre gu,^ nine 

rastlei or, and ascribes to Portugal without commeiiL 
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Besides ihe traditional friendship between Portugal and England,, which alone would account 
for this shield in the cloistersi tlirec sovereigns of Portugal about this time w«mic and one 

of tliem mamed a sister of Henry Vi See stall-plate no. lii. Moreover, a legitimated daughter 
of one of them married Thomas, rdih Earl of Arundel, the archbishop’s nephew. See no, 8 t 1. 

735. As no. 730. 

A. fol. draws paly. 

\V. misilcscribes. 

See no. ^3/iy 

736. Pelham (as at no. 711) impaling a fc.s.s and a canton. 

A., fol. 4^ assigns to Pelham and W<Klvile. C, fol. 17.^ I la., fol. 

W. blazons the impaletl coat nrg., a ftss ntni canton gn., anti ascribt's to Witivlle without 
comment. 

No marriage of Pelham and VViilvlU; has been traced. 

737. A lion (? with a forked tail) sitting in a chair of state. PI. XXXIX. tig. q. 

A., fol. 5^ the lion is marked ’scant'. 

W. blazons or, in n throne purpnn a lion rampant but does not ascribe. 

‘Phis seems to be for King Alexander the GreaL Compare the shield at p. 19.1 of the 
yinces/of’i vol. Hi. 

738. A bend ermine between two lions rampant (? pas.sant). 

A., fol. 5^ shows a Its on the upper part of the b<uul. C., fol. J7, and Ila., fol, 29, omit the 

ermine.. . 

W. blazons gn., a bond rrmine inter two liotis rampant or, and in a note says lhat in I lari. MS. 
no. 4633 these artns are inscribed * Rois Harmayne 

739. As no. 7. 

C., fol, 17. Ha , foL29. 

W. ascribes, as before, to St. Edmund. This shield appe.«in» on Ihc great seal of Henry V 
for King Arthur. 

740. Edward the Confessor (as no. 25). • 

A., fol. 5. ascribed to Edward the Confessor. C., fol r7, Ha., fol. 39. 

744 Tregoze (as no.'366). 

A., fd. 4\ draws two bars, while C., fol-17, and Hx, fol. 29. tlraw four. 

W, misdescribes. 

See no. 366. 

742. Barry' of eight and over all an escarbunclc; ^ 

WItile A, fol- 5, draws two bars, C.. fol. 17, and Ha., fol 29, simply draw a chief beneath the 
cscarbuncle. 

Wi descrilrcs as three bars. 

t Barry o/six arg. avid az.,.an txcarhnmle or, is assigned to Sir Nicholas Gray ; Papwoith, baj. 

743. J crusjilem (a,s at no. 322). 

Scarlett, fol. ii\ A., fol. 5, called Jerusalem. C, lol. 17. Ha., fol. 39. 

744. A cross patonce, in the first quarter our Lady an<l her Utbe. 

A., fol 5, omits all but the cross: 

W. blazons a ems patonce or, in Ute dexter ehte/the Irrgin Mary bearing ihe infant Jesus of 
the last, and ascribes without comment to King Arthur. 

J 3 ut no. 739 is more likely for that king, and Ihi^ shield W'ith the field a:, may be assigned to 
Glastonburj' Abbey. 
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745. A lion rampant sustaining a battlo-axe. 

Am fol. 5, ratlcil llotstcin C-, M 17- fol: 29. 

W. bloarons fi /itm ttr, liohlatg a dat/U mcr and ascribes to Norw'ay witliool 

comnu-nt. 

This sliield occurs quartered ai no. 768. The- lion is someiimes crowned. 

746. A grilTin segroant. 

A., fol. 5. 

W. blazons/;!/., ajp’iffin sfjiprant or, and ascribfH to Saxony, 

This coat also is qiiaitercd at no. Wi gives no auihoriu' for calling li Saximy. In Mail. 
MS no. 6163. fol. 2, it appears as ewy., a gti^n segreant in Uie arms of Denmark, Swetli, 
Norwey, and Llldand. Lifclnnd it appanviUy Livonia, and ihesc may be Ihc arms of Livonia. 

747. 'Pliree crowns. 

A., fol. 5. 

W. bta/i)iw ax, thre* crtnms or. tzvo and ow. and assigns to Sweden. 

This coat also is quartered at no, 768, dioiigli two crowns have there been broken off. 

748. Semy of hearts anti three lions passant guarriant. 

C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, omit the lu^rts. 

W. blazons or, sem/g of hearts three lions passant ganriinni in f»tU «r., and ascribes to 
Denmark. 

This alio ta (|uartervd at no 768. C., fol. 25, records in Monkton Church a shield of ihrc-c 
lions posMnt guardant In an orlc of hrarls but calls it Queen Edith. 

C0MPART.ME.VI’ J3, 

749. Archbishop Arundel (a.s no. 14, except that cTos.ses are not fitchy), 

A„ foL 4. 

W, misdescribes ‘as no. 12 ’, which it is not 
75a The Prince of Wales (as no. 190). 
fol. 4. C., fol. 17. Ha., foii ^ 

W, says • as no. 197 which is not so. 

751. Thomas Duke of .Clarence (a.s no. 183). 

A., fol. 4, draws three roundels on the points. C„ fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, show no ermine. 
W. saj’5 ‘ as no; 184 *, which it is not 

752. Fitzalan and Warenne tpmr/eret/(t\h no. 189) impaling Henry’ Earl of L,an* 

caster (as no. 481). " ^ “ 

VV. niisrkscribcs the label as of five points. He ascribes the shield to Richard End of 
Arundel, K.G., who dietl 1376, luving married Eleanbr,.daughter of Henry Earl of l,ancastcr. 
Parents of the archbishop. She was widow of John, second Lord Beaumont, who died 1342. 
Sec no. 683. 

753 - Jerusalem qitarlering Beaumont (i\s no. 323), with a mullet on the .shoulder 
of the lion for difference. 

A-, fol. 4, colours Jcnisalem field vert and crosses or; Beaumont field axure and rest or, but 
omits the mullets, as does Wi 
See no. 680. 

754. Tliree lucies hduriant tjuarlering a lion rampant. 

A., fd. 4. blazons three Ituies Isanriant atg ., 2 anil 3, ttr, a lion ram/ntnt ax., and inscribes 
Lucy and Percy Earl of Rorthumbcrland. 
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W, blazons and ascrilH-'s to l-ury and Pcn'y. but without comment. 

This cannot be for Hotspur, but for his son, who was restored to the earldom in His 

mother had remarried Sir Thomas Camoys. Sec D.** 

755. Holland (as no. 278) impalhif^ P'itzalan and W'arcnnc quarterly (its no. iS<j). 

C. fol 17. Ma., Ibl, ut). 

W. assigns to Thomas Holland. Earl of Kent, who married Alice, daughter of Kiciiard Earl 
of Arundel. 

She was sister of the archbishop, and married the second Earl of Kent. Of their daughters, 
Eleanor was the eldest (E.*^. Marganii, the second, married (ij John Beaufort, Earl of Somerset. 
(2) Thomas Duke of Clarence, and, surviving both, is buried in St. Micltaels Chapel l>elwcen 
them. The other lUiughiers were: Joan, the third (no. 769); another Eleanor, the fourth (no. 
771); and Elizabeth, Utc fifth (no. 666). Titesc five tlaughtcr.*; (or their issuei were ultimately 
coheirs to their brother Edmund, who died in 1407. 

756. Holland (a.s no. 278). 

A., fol. 4^ C.. fol. 17, Ha., fol. 29. 

757. Mortimer quarfering Do Burgh (as no. 372). 

A., fol. 4^ C., fol. 17. lla., fol. 29. 

758. 'Ehe royal arni.^ (o-s no. 157). 

A., fol. 3^ 

759. John Duke of Bedford (as no. 165). 

A., fol. 3*^, draw.<> the label plain. 

760. Humphrey Duke of Gloucester (;is no. 169). 

A., fol. 3\ C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 29. 

761. A cro-ss graded between a .sword erect and a saltire. 

Scarlett, fol. iiV A., fol, 3^, originally incorrect, has been corrected in pencil by Dr, Thorpe. 

W. docs not blazon, but gives a wood-cut which does not quite do justice to the original. 

762. Richard ol Coning.s 1 x>r()ugh (as no. 191) impaling Mortimer and De Burgh 
quarterly (as no. 372). PI. XX.XI 11 , fig. 6. 

A- fol. 4^ omits the label. 

W. blazons here the lions on the bordiire as purputt. He a.ssigns the shield to Richartl 
Earl of Cambridge and his fust wife Ann, daughter of Roger, fourth Earl of March, and sister 
and heir to her brother Edmund. See no. 765, 

They’’ were the grandparents of Edw’ard IV, wlio derived hi.s title to the throne partly lliixnigh 
his grandmother. She was niece of Hotspur's vvife. See no. 754. 

763. England a label of five (as no. 664) impaling Fitzalan and Warenne 
quarterly (as no. 189). 

A., fol. 4\ has misdrawm; partially corrected in pencil by Dr. Tliorpe. 

W. ascribes to Thomas Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk, .inri his wife Elizabetli, daughter and 
coheir of Thomas Fitzalan, Earl of Arundel. 

She was the archbishop's niece, and ma}' more correctly be described as sister and coheir of her 
brother, Thomas Fitzalon. Sec the stall-plate, no. xxx, and compare shields nos. 161 and 673. 

764. On a bend cotiserl three mullets pierced quarterly with a bend of five 
lozenges, impaling the coat impaled in no. 763. 

A., fol. 4. 

W. blazons the dexter coat qunrU'rly : 1 and 4, arg., on a bend cotiised sn., three mnilels pierced 
nr (Lcnthali; 2 and3, n bend/ojengA arg. (Ldithal). The sinister he blazons as no. 189, and 
Vor. tJtV), 4 
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ascribes the shield to Sir Rowland Lenthal, who married Margaret, third daughter of Richard 
Earl of Arundel, by Elizabeth de Bohun. 

She was sister to the lady of the last shield and aetat. 33 in 1415. According to the return of 
the subsid}' for Sussex in 13 Hen. IV, Sir Rowland Lynthal had in right of his wife Margaret, b}* 
gift of Thomas Earl of Arundel and Surrej'^, manors worth ;^ioo per annum. He was of Hampton 
Court, CO. Hereford, which came to him by grant of Henry IV. He sold it to the Cornewalls of 
Burford (see no. 767). He was master of the robes to Henry IV, and was at Agincourt. The first 
quarter in his coat is probably derived from Estmarton. 

765. Courtenay (as no. 386) impaling Mortimer and De Burgh quarterly (as 
no. 372). 

A., fol. 3^ gives names. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 28, leave out the label and De Burgh. 

W. blazons as before, and assigns to William de Courtenay, who married the daughter of 
Edward IV, and refers to her seal in Sandford. 

That lady was not born when the cloisters were finished. The shield is no doubt for Sir 
Edward Courtenay, who married Eleanor Mortimer, sister to the lady in shield no. 762. They 
were both daughters, by Eleanor Holland, of Roger, fourth Earl of March. Eleanor Courtenay 
appears to have died s.p. about 1418, so her sister was sole heir to their brother Edmund Earl 
of March when he died in 1424. Sir Edward Courtenay was eldest son of Maud Camoys by 
Edward, third Earl of Devon, the archbishop’s nephew, but died s.p., v.p. He was made K.B. 
at the coronation in 1399. He was an admiral of the king’s fleet. 

766. Not found. See no. 729. 

767. A lion crowned and an engrailed bordure charged with roundels impaling 
the royal arms (as no. 157). 

A., fol. 4’’, omits the crown and the roundels. 

W. blazons the dexter coat ermine, a lion rampant gu., crowned or, a bordure engrailed gtt., 
bezantee, and ascribes to Sir John Cornwall, K.G., Constable of Queenborough Castle (afterwards 
Baron Fanhope), who married Elizabeth, the sister of Henry IV. W. refers to Harl. MS. 4632, 
fol. 22’’, for the banner of the ‘ Baron of Burford ’. 

The marriage took place in 1400. She was a widow. See no. 653. Sir John’s stall-plate is 
no. XXV in Sir William Hope’s series. The ermine of the field, if it ever existed, has vanished 
from the cloisters. The roundels appear only very faintly at the top of the shield, and the star 
on the lion’s shoulder does not show. Compare no. 474. 

768. Nos. 748, 747, 746, 745 quartered tmdi wipaliug\he royal arms (as no. 157). 

A., fol. 4^ draws the first quarter as or, three lions passant gaurdant az. ; the second as az., 
three crowns or) the third as a griffin segreant (no colours); the fourth as a lion rampant (no 
colours). 

W. misdescribes, but assigns to John, King of Denmark and Norway, who in 1405 married 
Philippa, younger daughter of Henry IV. 

The top of the shield has been broken off. The hearts are very faint in the first quarter. 
A. assists in identifying the second and third quarters. The king’s name was Eric, not John. 

769. Scrope (as no. 513) impaliug Holland (as no. 278). 

A., fol. 3’’, misdraw's Scrope as two bends. 

W. ascribes to Henry Lord Scrope, who married Joan, daughter of Thomas Holland, Earl 
of Kent. She had married (i) Edmund Duke of York, (2) William Lord Willoughby. 

He was the third lord. See no. 261 and no. 235. 

770. Despencer impaling Edmund of Langley (as no. 675). 

A., fol. 3’’, omits label. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, leave the sinister coat blank. 

See no. 675. 
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771. Montacutc and IMonthermer quarterly (as no. 232) impaling Holland (as 
no. 278). 

A., fol. 4. 

W. assigns to Thomas de Montacute, Earl of Salisbury', who married as his first wife 
Eleanor, daughter and coheir of Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent. This Earl of Salisbury was 
killed at Orleans 1428. 

There were two daughters of Thomas Earl of Kent named Eleanor. This was the fourth 
daughter. The eldest was also called Eleanor. See no. 755. 

772. Nevill (as no. 661) impaling Holland (as no. 278). 

A., fol. 4. 

W. assigns to Sir John Nevill, son and heir of Ralph, first Earl of Westmorland, who 
married Elizabeth, daughter of Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent, and died v.p. 

In that case he would have had a label as in no. 666, which see. 

773. The royal arms (as no. 157)/////^/////^Evreux and Navarre(///t7/'/^/'^(asno.7i8). 

A., fol. 4. 

This is for King Henry IV and his second wife. See no. 718. 

774. Leon and Castile quarterly (as no. 721) impaling the royal arms (as no. 157). 

A., fol. 4, calls Castile, Leon, and England. 

W. assigns to Henry, King of Castile and Leon, who married Katherine, the sister of 
Henry IV. 

A. “ Bohun impaling Fitzalan and Warenne quarterly (as no. 1). PI. XXXVIII, 

fig- 7. 

A., fol. 4. C., fol. 17. Ha., fol. 29. 

W. omits to notice this shield. See no. i and D.“ 

B. ^* Thomas Duke of Clarence (as no. 183) impaling Holland (as no. 278). 

A., fol. 3'’, draws label plain. 

W. omits to notice this shield. See no. 755. The duke was slain at Bauge in 1421, and his 
body was brought back and buried in St. Michael’s Chapel in Canterbury Cathedral. 

C. *® Lucy and Percy quarterly (as no. 754) impaling Clifford (as no. 251). 

C., fol. 4^ assigns to Percy Earl of Northumberland. 

W. omits to notice this shield. 

D. ^® Camoys (as no. 176) impaling Mortimer and De Burgh quarterly (as no. 372). 

A., fol. 4^ gpves names. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, omit De Burgh. 

W. omits to notice this shield. Thomas Lord Camoys, K.G., who died in 1421, had married 
Hotspur’s widow, Elizabeth, daughter of Edmund Mortimer, third Earl of March. She died in 
1417. Their magnificent brass is at Trotton in Sussex, and on it is this very shield. On the 
brass the date of his death is given as 1419 in error. 

E. *'* Mortimer and De Burgh quarterly (as no. 372) impaling Holland (as no. 496). 

A., fol. 3*’. C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, misdraw. 

W. omits to notice this shield. Roger Mortimer, fourth Earl of March, married Eleanor, 
eldest daughter of Thomas Holland, Earl of Kent. After his death in 1398 she married John 
Lord Charleton de Powis. 

F. ^*® The Priory of Christ Church (as no. 430). 

Not noticed by W. It is at the bottom of a pendant in the arcade separating the cloister 
garth from the cloister pane, opposite the door of the Chapter House. The shield is held by an 
angel, and below it is the conventional representation of clouds. 

4A2 
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. Compartment 34. 

775. A lion rampant. 

A., fol. 2^ C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

776. A lion rampant with a forked tail. PI. XL, fig. 15. 

A., fol. 2’’. 

W. makes the lion ermine, which it is not. 

See no. 102. 

777. As no. 145. 

A., fol. 2. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. 

778. As no. 166. 

A., fol. 3. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 29. 

779. Nevill, a martlet for difference (as no. 91). 

A., fol. 3. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. 

780. Devereux, a mullet pierced for difference (as no. 710). 

A., fol. 3'’, draws as a mullet between two gemels. 

C., fol. 17, and Ha., fol. 29, omit the mullet. 

See no. 704. 

781. Pelham (as at no. 711). 

A., fol. 3, colours field az. and birds or, and calls Pelham. 

C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 29. 

See also no. 736. 

782. Audley qiiarteriug'Yowoki^i (as no. 127). 

A., fol. 3. 

783. As no. 63. 

C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. 

784. A cross. 

A., fol. 3, draws as if voided. 

W. blazons or, a cross so., and assigns to Vesci without comment. 

The sculptor here has ridged and chamfered his cross so as to mislead A. Compare nos. 
717 and 731. 

785. Bokyngham (as no. 292). 

A., fol. 3. 

See also no. 428. 

786. A fess chequy between six crosses patty. 

A., fol. 2*'. C., fol. 18, and Ha., fol. 30, make crosses fitchy. 

W. blazons git., a/ess cheqim arg. and sa., inter six crosses patee fitchce in the foot or, and 
assigns to John Boteler, who in 1408 possessed the manor of Graveney in right of his wife, 
the daughter and heir of Thomas de Faversham. 

The crosses are not here/tchy and probably are not at no. 94. A similar coat with crosslets 
not fitchy was on a brass, now lost, in Graveney Church, with another of three covered cups 
a bordure. See remarks at no. 94. 

787. On a bend three mullets pierced, and in sinister chief a bear .statant. 
PI. XL, fig. 10. 

A., fol. a**, draws as a bear, as do C., fol. 18, and Ha., fol. 30. 

W. describes the animal as a badger, but does not ascribe. 
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The head of the animal looks as if horned. On a brass at Challock is this shield, with a bear 
muzzled, for Thurstone of Challock. It is of much later date than the cloisters. Thurstone of 
Challock bore org., on a bendgu., three mullets or, and in sinister chief a hear statant gu., muzzled 
or. John Thurstone was a member of the college at Cobham in 1389. 

788. The Priory (as no. 430). 

A., fol. 3, draws as voided. 

W, misdescribes as voided. 

The sculptor has ridged and bordered his cross to relieve the flatness of that ordinary. 

789. As no. 129. 

A., fol. 3, colours arg; a cross /lory sa. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 29. 

W. blazons az., a cross Jleuree or, and ascribes to Sir Walter Paveley, whose will (1379) is in 
Test. Vetusta, p. 160. 

Sir Walter was K.G. and a founder. See stall-plate no. vi. But the cross is not there flory. 
See Excerpta Cantiana, p. 6. 

790. The Priory (as no. 788). 

A., fol. 3**, C., fol. 18, and Ha., fol. 29, all omit the letters. 

W. misdescribes. 

The letters are very indistinct. 

791. Bertram quartering Og\t (as no. 95). 

A., fol. 3^ calls Bertram and Ogle. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 29. 

792. On a bend engrailed three annulets or roundels. 

A., fol. 3. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 29. 

W. does not blazon or ascribe. 

This shield may be ascribed to Thornbury, a family of standing at Faversham. It appears 
(Arch. Cant, xi, 28), or appeared, on a brass of William Thornbury, vicar, in Faversham Church. 
Philipot (Harl. MS. 3917) notes it as having the roundels ermine, a curious charge. The shields 
once on the brass are lost, but there seems no doubt that Philipot is accurate, for Jacob in his 
History of Faversham records (pi. x, fig. 5) in a window of Faversham Church a shield of arg., 
oti a bend engrailed sa., three roundels ermine impaling vert tune escallops or, no doubt for John 
Thornbury, who married Anne, daughter of John Thorlegh of West Grinstead in Sussex, after 
the death of her first husband, Richard Hailsham. Jacob does not refer to this shield in his 
text but in his directions for the plates at the beginning of the volume. 

793. Aton (as no. 158). 

A., fol. 2'’. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. See no. 158. 

794. Two lions passant guardant. 

A., fol. 2'’. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. 

W. blazons arg., two lions passantgaurdantgu., and assigns without comment to Littlebury. 

These may be the arms of Baron of Northfleet or of Delamare. 

795. As no. 132. 

A., fol. 2. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. See no. 132. 

796. Whetenhall (as no. 243). 

A., fol. 2. 

W. blazons sa., a bend ermine, and ascribes to Philpot. 

It is interesting to compare with the rendering by another sculptor at no. 243. 

797. A cross engrailed. 

A., fol. 2^ ' 

W. blazons or, a cross engrailed sa., and ascribes to Mohun. See no. 645. 

798. Knolles (as no. 107). 

A., fol. 2'*. C., fol. 18. Ha., fol. 30. See no. 107. 
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799. Montaaitc (as no. 171). 

A., fol 3. C, fol. i8i Hii., lol. 30. 

800. ScTopc (as no. 513). 

A., fol. 3*. , 

801. f )n a che\Ton three quatrcfoils. 

A., fol. 2*. coloured vn a ihcvnm M,, tkrot of C.| fol. >8- Ha., fol. 3P* 

W. blazons as A- and ascribes to Eyre, pointing out that that family hdd Houghton under 
Blean, and that in the church there w-as an ancient stone with these arms quartering three 
tiamacles. 

W. is inaccurate. They held Brenley in Houglitoii. This was at a much later dale than lite 
cloisters. As to the carved stone, see Arrh. Otnl, xxii, i88. The family was connected with 
Canterbury much earlier, I n 3t» Edw. 111 , Adam le Ej’re was a beneturtor of Kasibridge 1 lospilal. 
Kidtard Kyn* was in 1417 a witness to the will of John WoUon, Master of Maidstone Colley, 
an executor and legatee of Archbishop Couru>nny. Richard Eyre's wife is mentioneil a.s a relative 
by Wotton. The will is printed in Arch. Cant, iv, 225. 

802. Three garbs (as no. 373V 

A., fol 2\ C, fol. i8. Ha., fol 30. 

W. ai^^s to Cdniyn without comment. 

See remarks at no. 373. 

803. Two bars and in chief three dnquefoUs quarterntg three ram.s‘ heads 
cabossed. 

A., fol 3, draws mullets instead of cinquefoils. C,, fol. 18, and lla., fol 30, omit the quartered 
coal. 

VV. ihtscrit>cs die dnquefoils as mullets in the first qiuuter and docs not blazon it. but the 
fourth he blazons sa., /n«» borft ami in ihh/three ctmjttcfoils or, but does not assign. Tile quartered 
coat he blazons ^'U., thrtr ramf heads eaboshed arg, and assigns Ui Ramsey without comment. 

(The fir^ and fourth quarters are itk’niical, and appear to be Walden las no. 635). The 
quartered coal may be bnlls' hearls. 

804. A l>end gobony, each compartment charged witli a trefoil slipped. 

A., fol. 3. 

W. docs not blazon or asenbe 

A“‘ Brother John Schepene. PI. XXXIII, %. lO? 

See p. 4^ 

B.*‘ C'nisily (itchy, a chevron between tlirec garbs. 

Scarlett, fol 12. A.. £61 2, colours^., entsily fikhy or, n ctin>ron between thrmtgarh.H tirg. C., 
fol 18. Ha., fol. 30. ' 

W, omits to notice this shield, which is coireedy coloured by A. for Royton of Royton in 
Lenham, a family often confused with Roydon, one of more recent importation, from Suffolk 
into Kent Attached to the manor w'as a chapel known as Royton Chapel, bequests to which 
occur ui Huuic wills. 

CoAirARTMENl 35. 

805. A cross. 

Scarlett, fol 12, drawn as voided. A., fol 2. 

W. blazons arg„ a cross sa.. and ascnl>eij te KaynslorU, but gives no note. 

806. Batisford (as no* 447). 

Seal Ictt, fol. 12. Am fol 2. C, fol i&. 1 la.,' fol 3a 
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.S<;7* A engrailed. 

A, Tol. a fol. 18. IIa.,^rol. 30. 

808. The Priory of Christ Churoh (as no. .^30). 

A„ fol. 2, omits the lettersL 

Here tlie edge of !J»c ot^ss is ddicately ridged. Compare the rendering at no. 4301 
A.** An angel holding a shield charged witit the arms of the Prior}', as at no. 808. 
^ Not ftoliceti by W. , 

CoMl>.\RTMF.XT 36. 

809 'I'hc royal arms (as no, 157). 

An foi. 3. 

810. Foggp (as no.,358). 

A. fol. 2, colours as W. blazons no. 35S. and assigns to Fogge, C., tol. 18. Ha., fol. 30, 

811. Portugal (as no. 734). 

A, fol. 3, colours bordure^e"* and casUes or, and as-signs to King of ‘ PortingallC., fol. 18. 
Ha., fol. 301 

This has almost disappeared. It seems to have been only a painteil (‘uai. not carved. 



Boss no. ^ 

(from StrcalTcild'^i drawing). 
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Annulets. Three annulets (?). 370. 

Semy of annulets a canton ermine. 208, 477. 

Arrows. Three arrows. 69. 

Axes. Three axes. 330. 

Bars. Two bars. 44, 143, 282, 354, 406, 426, 508. 

Two bars ermine. 463, 530. 

Two bars nebuly. 58, 98. 

Two bars, a canton ermine. 449, 542. 

Two bars and in chief three cinquefoils. 635, 803. 

Two bars and in chief three roundels. 149. 

Two bars, a bordure engrailed. 245. 

Three bars. 362. 

Three bars nebul}'. 276, 369, 422. 

Four bars, in chief three escallops. 269. 

Two bars gemel, in chief a lion passant. 366, 741. 

Barry of five. 282, 354. 

Ban7 of six. 295, 317, 327, 525, 568. 

Barry of six ermine and —. 320, 343. 

Barry nebuly of six. 58, 98, 276, 369, 422. 

Barry of six, a label of five. 90. 

Battle-axe. See Axe. 

Beast. A cat (?). 29. 

A hare salient. 723. 

A hind couchant. 214. 

A stag of St. Hubert. 451, 544. 

An elephant. 3, 676. 

A lion passant. 453, 540. 

Crusily fitchy, a lion passant reguardant. 142. 

A lion rampant. (7)29, 97, 161, 223, 255. 408, 444, 457, 484, 491, 533, 551, 643, 650, 652, 663, 667, 668, 673, 
694, 696, 697, 721, 754, 774, 775, B.” C.“ 

[gu.] a lion rampant [or]: Fitzalan. i, ii, 12, 14, 39, 189, 230, 279, 393, 409, 414, 416, 427, 493, 583, 650, 
655. 659, 690, 749, 752, 755, 763, 764, C.”, D.“ E.®, A.® 

A lion rampant vair. 685, 692. 

Billety and a lion rampant. 105, 265, 325, 691, 693, {?694, 696, 697). 

Semy of lis a lion rampant. 35, 249, 255, 322, 677, 679-85, 687, 698, 699, 705, 753. 

Semy of lis a lion rampant guardant. 98. 

A lion rampant, tail forked. 102, 647, 669, 674, 722, 776. 

A lion rampant crowned. 106, 651, 663, 667. 

A lion rampant holding an axe. 745, 768. 

A lion rampant debruised by a bend. 360. 

Ermine, a lion rampant debruised by a bend. 368. 

A lion rampant ermine debruised by a chevron. 509. 

A lion sitting in a chair. 737. 

Beast within. 

Dog. A talbot sejant, a bordure engrailed. 40, 211, 216. 

’ In this ordinary the arrangement of Papworth has been followed in the main. 
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Beast within (cont.). Lion. A lion rampant, a bordure engrailed. 166, 225, 567, 778. 

A lion rampant, a bordure charged with roundels. 474. 

A lion rampant crowned, in a bordure engrailed. 388, 767. 

A lion rampant crowned, a bordure engrailed, charged with roundels. 767. 

A lion rampant within a double tressure flory counterflory. 728. 

Two Beasts. Two lions passant. 138, 392, 648, 657. 

Two lions passant guardant. 794. 

Three Beasts. England quartered by France (new), see p. 457. 

England a label of three. i6r. 

England a label of five. 664, 673, 763. 

England a label of France. 481, 683, 752, A.'’ 

England a bordure. 278, 496, 666, 755, 756, 769, 771, 772, E.“, B.'^, E.” 

England a bordure of France. 181, 649, 652, 653. 

Semy of hearts three lions passant guardant. 748, 768. 

Three lions passant, debruised by a bend. 152, 554, 570, 571, A.” 

Three otters. 220. 

Four Beasts. Quarterly four lions passant. 719. 

Six Beasts. Si.\ lions rampant. 272, A.'* 

Si.x lions rampant, a canton ermine. 310. 

Bells. Three bells. 49. 

One Bend. 

Plain lines. A bend. 241, 513, 769, 800. 

A bend, a label of three. 117, 261, 375, 612. 

A bend ermine. 243, 796. 

Chequy a bend. 471, 538. 

Ermine a bend. 81, 116, 224. 

Ermine a bend vair. 48, 162 (?). 

Three bars and a bend. 231. 

Barry of six a bend. 152, 154,231, 405, 432, 555, 560, 567, 568, 569, 570, 571, 572, 573, 578, 579, 580, A."> 
Per chief a bend. 237. 

Per pale a bend. 658. 

Quarterly a bend. 280, 632 ; cf. 321, 522, 524, 619, 629, 633. 

Quarterly — and vair a bend ermine. 437. 

Sem^e de lis a bend gobony. 773. 

Compound lines. A bend embattled. 275, 340. 

A bend engrailed. 74, 100, 216, 247, 620, C.**; cf. 630, 639, A.” B.” 

Ermine, a bend engrailed. 65. 

A bend lozengy. 764. 

One Bend and in chief. A bend sinister, on a canton a leopard’s face. 37; cf. 42, 43. 

Quarterly a bend, and in chief a crescent. 524, 619, 629, 633. 

One Bend between. 

Beasts. Ermine, a bend between two lions rampant. 738. 

Birds. A bend between six martlets. 180. 

A bend between six martlets, a bordure engrailed. 268. 

Bordure. A bend a bordure. 522. 

A bend a bordure engrailed. 122. 

A bend engrailed a bordure. 615. 

Quarterly a bend a bordure. 321. 

Cotises. A bend between two cotises. 24i(?), 381. 

A bend gobony between two cotises. [294, 297, 306, 307, 308J, 311,617, [618, 619, 621, 625. 627, 628,629, 
631, C.*’J ; cf. 614. 

A bend gobony between two cotises and a bordure. 298, 638. 

A bend cotised dancetty. 293, 294. 
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One Bend between. Cotises {con!.). A bend between two cotises engrailed on the outer edge. 247. 
A bend engrailed, cotised plain. 609. 

A bend between two cotises and si.K lions rampant. 1, D.”, A.” 

Heads. A bend engrailed between two bulls’ heads erased. 363. 

One Bend between and in chief. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief an annulet. 618, 619. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a martlet. 631. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a crescent. 294, 307, 625, 627, C.®* 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a crescent, a label of three. 3, 628. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a label of three. 621. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a rose. 308. 

A bend gobony cotised and in chief a mullet. 297, 306, 614, 629. 

On one Bend. 

Annulet. On a bend engrailed an annulet. A.” 

Annulets. On a bend engrailed three annulets. 792. 

Beast. On a bend a lion passant. 398, 419. 

Bird. On a bend engrailed a martlet. B.** 

Crescent. On a bend engrailed a crescent. 639. 

Per chief on a bend a crescent. 237. 

Crosses. On a bend three crosses croslet fitchy, in sinister chief a crescent. 380. 

Escallops. On a bend three escallops. 195, 290, 384, 590. 

Quarterly on a bend three escallops. 634. 

Fleurs de lis. On a bend three lis. 324, 475. 

Foils. A bend gobony, on each division a trefoil slipped. 804. 

Heads. Ermine, on a bend two heads (?). 162. 

On a bend three dogs’ heads erased. 207. 

On a bend three horses’ heads couped. 212. 

On a bend three stags’ heads cabossed. 6io, 702. 

Mullet. On a bend engrailed a mullet. 630. 

Mullets. On a bend three mullets pierced. 371 (field ermine), 470 (mullets of six), 539. 

Saltire. On a bend a saltire engrailed. A.” 

Wings. On a bend three pairs of wings. 160, 478. 

On one Bend and in chief. On a bend three mullets pierced, in sinister chief a bear muzzled. 784. 

On a bend sinister three crescents, on a canton a leopard’s face. 42, 43. 

On one Bend between. On a bend cotised three mullets pierced. 764. 

Three Bends. 383, 523, 671. 

Bird. 

Eagle. An eagle displayed. 223, 232, 431, 495, 592, 686, 722, 771. 

An eagle displayed with two heads. 714. 

Peacock. A peacock in its pride. 209. 

Birds. Three beckets. 19, 121, 716. 

Three eagles displayed. 603. 

Three eagles displayed in fess point a lis. A.”, B.” 

Three eagles displayed in chief a lis. 443; cf. 603. 

Three pelicans. 711, 736, 781. 

Barry and an orle of martlets. 173, 569. 

Birds and in chief. Three beckets ; in chief a lion passant guardant. 139. 

Bougets. Three bougets. 411,439,585,598. 

Butterflies. Three butterflies. 27,328. 

Canton. A canton sinister a bordure. 51. 

Two bars a canton ermine. 449, 542. 

On a Canton. 

Bars. Three pales ; on a canton three bars nebuly. 312, 313. 

Cross. Five bars; on a canton a cross patonce. 158, 793. 
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Chessrook. rium^t’, on a cantcm a dieserook. 558. 

Crosier. Four lozenges In pall, on a cinion a i-rowBr. 148, 

Casttv. A cbhUc. 58, 377, 379, 721, 774- 
Chaln. S** Net. 

Chaplets. Se>t Garlands. 

Cheqoy. Cheqoy or, and awre iW.ircnnr). », 11, t-j, 14, 39, 1891, 393, 414, 427, 41/3,5^3, 631:^ 655, 659^ 690, 
749, 752, 755, 7O3, 7^, C", D.", E.“, A “ 

One Chevrou. 141,^ 163. 39I, 44I, 458. 490, 505, 54O, 636. 

A chevron rngmilcd. 246. 

A chevron erminp. 304. 

Chequy, a chevron i-rinmc. 407. 

Eniiitic, a chevron, tarj, 238, 476, 78a 
Pci pttic iudented, a che'wn. 149. 

One Chevron and in chief. A cbesiron vair, a chief. 445, 454, (55. 4<H>, 527,337. 

A chevron vair, u label of three. 4O7, 53a. 

A chevron vair, iiu a chief a cross ntolinc In dexter. 4^ 529, 

One Chevron hetwetm. 

Beasts. A chevron be ween three talbotJt. 33. 

A chevruit between three lions rampant. 399. 

A rhevroM crtniiic between three lions rampant, a«8. 

A chevron between tlucc sijuirrels. 239. 

\ chevron ermine between ibicc wolves (?). 288 . 

Birds. A chevron engrailed between tlitec birds (? partridges), 640, ^42. 

A ciievrun between three crown. 33. 

A chevron between Uiree eagles dinplayed. oat. 

A chrvToM cngniUed between three nuitlets. 285. 

.A chevron between eight inaitlcts. 2t6. 

A chevron l*rtwe»’n tbrce'owls crowned. 19.4. 

Cauldrons. A chevron between Uuee cauldrous, a bordure bexanty. 156; cL vJy, 226. 

Cbcssrooks. A chevron between tlircc chesarooks. 72. 

Crosses. A chevron between three iTwasMai multnc. 80,118,210. 

A rhevron bdvvccnjliiee crosses patty fitchy. 492, 596, 622, 623, 604. 

A chevron lietwvrii dine crossletv 376, 429 450, 552, A.“ 

A chevron between ten cro*sleU. 450, 481, 541, 600. 

A chevron between ten aosws (i^ty. 3^ 413, 440, 805. 

Crowns. . A chevron vair between tlucc ^wns. 52, 

Cups. A chcviuii between three cups. 23. 

Flowers. A rhcvrnii between three roses. 144, 264. 

A chevron engrailed bctwinai three roses. 7*. 

Foils. A chevron between three cinquefoils. 553. 

Fruit. A chevron between three peara. 84. 

Garbs. Cruaily liteby. a chevron between three garbs. 
i: Garlands- A chevron between three garlands. 355,613,6^. 

A chevron engrailed between three garlanda 136- 
Heads (icas/s). A chevron b«:lwccn three boars* heads cuupcd. 574. 

A elicvroii between three bnlts' heads cabossed. 545 ^ **“-■ thoTon vaif). 

A chevron vair between three bulla’ heads cabossed. 443. 446. 448, 455, 536, 537, (?) 54 .‘v 
A chevron between Uuee dugs' heads msed. 43, 68 
A chevron between Uiw leopards’ faces. 219 3316. 

A chevron lietwvvn Uirec cocks* heads. 28;p 
Lozenges. A thevron between Uiree lozenges- 30Q. 

MerchiuiLs* morka. A chevron liclwfcii three UJcrrhniita’ iiiaiLa. 134. 

Roundels. A cbevrun ticlwe^ teii bezania. 3,46. 

4 0 2 
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On one Chevron. 

Beasts. On a chevron three lions rampant. 188, 379. 

Estoiles. See Stars. 

Fleurs de lis. On a chevron three fleurs de lis. 46, 179. 

Flowers. On a chevron three roses. 107, 108, 798. 

Foils. On a chevron three 4-foils. 801. 

Keys. On a chevron three keys crowned. 132, 559, 795. 

On a chevron three keys, a label of three. 151, 556. 

Mullet. On a chevron a mullet pierced. 391. 

On a chevron a mullet pierced, a label of three. 611, 625. 

Mullets. On a chevron three mullets pierced. 335. 

On a chevron three mullets of six pierced. 608. 

Stars. On a chevron three stars. 164, 177, 445. 

On one Chevron between. 

Beasts. On a chevron between three lions rampant a mullet pierced. 399. 

Birds. On a chevron between three birds three mullets pierced. 112. 

Cauldrons. On a chevron between three cauldrons an annulet; a bordure bezanty. 226. 

On a chevron between three cauldrons a martlet; a bordure bezanty. 126. 

Fish. On a chevron between three dolphins three escallops. 206, 324. 

Two Chevrons. 511. 

Two chevrons and a quarter. 67, 254, 271, 503, 507, 581, 582. 

Two chevrons, in chief two mullets. 504 (mullets not pierced), 637 (mullets pierced). 

Two chevrons between three roses. ‘ 367. 

Three Chevrons. 168, 244. 

Three chevrons, a label of three. 576. 

Three chevrons ermine, a label of five. 515, 607. 

Three chevrons between three buckles. 54. 

Five Chevrons. 271, 573, 577, 582. 

Chief. A chief ermine. 104. 

Ermine, a chief. 96. 

Ermine, a chief quarterly, in second and third quarters an annulet. 526. 

Fretty, a chief. 396, 417. 

A chief indented. 234, 267, 402, 421. 

A chief indented, in dexter a mullet pierced. 234. 

On a Chief. 

Annulets. Ermine, a chief quarterly, in the second and third quarters an annulet. 526. 

On a chief indented five annulets. 196. 

Beast. On a chief indented a lion passant; a label. 248. 

Barry of eight, on a chief a lion passant guardant. 741. 

Crowns. Goutty, on a chief three crowns. 31. 

Hands. Ermine, on a chief three sinister hands couped. 606. 

Heads. On a chief a roundel between two stags’ heads cabossed. 356, 357, 701. 

Mullet. On a chief indented, in dexter a mullet pierced. 234. 

Mullets. On a chief two mullets pierced. 99, 155, 376, 555. 

Crusily fitchy, on a chief two mullets pierced. 318. 

Ermine, on a chief three mullets of six pierced. 729. 

Pallets. On a chief two pallets between two gyrons, over all an inescutcheon (Mortimer). 174, 187, 301, 
372, 420, 489 (an annulet for difference), 757, 762, 765, A.”, D.” E." 

Roundel. On a chief a roundel between two stags’ heads cabossed. 356, 357, 701. 

Roundels. On a chief three roundels. 176, 404, 438, D.” 

Two bars on a chief three roundels. 149, 569. 

On a chief indented three roundels. 610, 702. 
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Crescent. A crescent and star. 8. 

Three crescents. 41. 

Semy of crosslets fitchy three crescents. 55. 

Three crescents a canton. 36, 447, 448, 545, 552, 806, A.” 

Three crescents a bordure engrailed. 123. 

Three crescents a bordure engrailed ermine. 602. 

Crosier. A crosier between two lucies haurient. 34, 305. 

Cross. A cross. 4, 13, 66, 187, 213, 372, 420, 424, 459, 535, 550, 563, 604, 715, 717, 757, 762, 765, 784, 790, 
805, A."*, D.« E.“ 

A cross chequy. 182, 258, 346. 

A cross ermine. 153, 286. 

A cross botonny. 292, 428, 785. 

A crosslet ermine. 113. 

A cross engrailed. 60, 78, 130, 203, 227, 228, 235, 287, 400, 435, 487,516, 519, 599,645, 646, 657,669, 672, 

687, 797 » 807, A." B.“‘ 

Ermine, a cross engrailed. 579. 

A cross flory. 129, 789, C.” 

A cross moline. 235, 253, 265, 287, 325, 400, 435, 465, 469, 527, 599, 687, 693, 694, 696, 697, B.’* 

A cross moline ermine. 464, 465, 469, 527, 528. 

A cross moline, a label of three. 217. 

A cross patonce. 89. 

A cross potent engrailed. 21, 36. 

A cross voided. 459, 577, 587. 

A cross voided and couped. 587. 

Cross and in chief. A cross engrailed, in dexter chief a crescent. 198, 601 (ermine). 

A cross, in dexter chief our Lady. 744. , 

A cross, in dexter chief a sword. 115. 

On a Cross. 

Birds. On a cross five eagles. 17. 

Crescent. On a cross engrailed a crescent. 487. 

Flower. On a cross engrailed a rose. 103. 

Letters. On a cross the letters x. 430, 562, 594, 689, 788, 808, F.", A.“ 

The Saviour on the cross. 732. 

A Cross between. 

Birds. A cross flory between five martlets. 25, 740. 

Bordure. A cross within a bordure charged with annulets, no, 240. 

Bougets. A cross engrailed within four bougets. 93, 391. 

Crosses. A cross potent within four of the same. 255, 322, 676, 677, 679-681, 683-685, 687, 698, 699, 705, 
743 . 753 - 

A cross between twelve crosslets fitchy. 82. 

A cross engrailed between twelve crosslets fitchy. A.” 

Crowns. A cross patty within three crowns. 85. 

Heads. A cross between four leopards’ faces. 111. 

Letters. A cross between four B’s addorsed. 731. 

Sword. A cross graded between a sword and a saltire. 761. 

On a Cross between. 

On a cross between two swords and two crowns a mitre. 28. 

Three Crosses. 

Three crosses patty in pale; a bordure engrailed. 591. 

Crown. A crown enfiled by a sword. 135. 

Three crowns. 7, 26, 62, 739, 747, 768. 

Cup. See Flagon. 
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Oitih. Thrrc <iislim. 37D. 

Ermine. Erniinr. 63, 783. 

Excaliope. Threr cecal lops. 4iOk48:i. 

Three escallops, a bordurr engrailed. laS. 

Su escallops. loi, 483. 

Escarbuncic. Tlircc bars, an cscarbuncle over all. 74a. 

Escutclicoo. iVii escutclicuiL 663. 

An escutcheon, a canfon aiuister. 51. 

An cscntchenn mthin mx raullcta pierced. 361. 

Three Eacntcheons. l^rn* of twi'Ivc, tliiec caculdicoiia. 339. 

Fcathera. Three oatricli fcaihers. 197, 494. 

Feaa. Chequ>, a fesa. 351,348. 395,418, 70^ C*’ 

A fess dancetty. 314. 

OUlc^ and a fese dancetty. 350, 466, 531. 

A fc*s» lieuy. a0i. 339, sia 
Foaa and in chief. A fes« and a canton. 73^ 

A few and in chief three ruundeU. 331, 70.1, 710, 780. 

Fess betwcM. 

Bars. A fos between two bars gontei. 585 (? 319), 

Beasts (/£»«»), A fem between tix Huoa raui|wnt. 134. 57a. 576^ 581. 

Billets. A (ess dancetty la^trii ten bitleu. 250. 

A feas dancetty between twcirty<ine bilieta. 466^ 531. 

Birds (fhot^ghs). A fess between ihrre chougha 215, 033. 

Bordure. Qtequy, a fess and a bofdurc- ^9 
Chevrons. A fcas between two chevrons. 150, 7tt« 710. 

Cotises. A (rsa trebly cotmed. 3»<». 

Crescents. A frsa between thnx cmcaiU. 95. Tpt. 

.A Jess embattled between tltree cresct:nta. 338. 

Crosses. A fess between three crosslcts (itchy. 175, 339. 

A fcaa between six crosslets. 159, 23a, 4071 4t*i 425. 486, 054. 

A feaa clicquy bfHwccn six crosses patty. 786. 

A fcas chequy ficiwccn six crosses patty (itchy. 94- 
^A'fess dancett}' l»ci%w.'en ten crosaleta. 30.88. 

Cups. A fess between three cup«(?|. 83. 

EscaUops. A fess between three cacsllo|>». 73. u/o, 084, 33a. 510. 

Fislu A fesa between six fish haurient. a lalad of three. 5O4. 

Fleurs de Us. A (iss baween six lis. 53. 131, 50a. 565. 

Garbs. A icaa eiigmiled between three garbs. 77,575. 

Heads. A fess ncbuly between three boars’ heads couped. 306. 

A less between three leopards' facea rdo? 478. 

A fess vair between three leopards* (aces jcasaul dc Da. 456,546. 

HoUeta A fess ermine between'three roulleta pierced. 512, 586. 

On a Fess. 

Beast |//Wi<. On a fess a lion passant. 145 777. 

Bird (>awn). On a (^ a swan.^ 194.° 

MuUcU. Palj of six on a («a three mullets pierced. 330, A*^ 

On a Fess and In dtiel On a fess a rouliel pierced, in chief three xvundeia 704, 710, 78a 
On a Fess between. 

Annulets. On « fess between tlirev atutulets three mullets picterd. 33^ 500, 8to. 

Crosses. On a (less betwt^n six craMlets a ereSeeiiL. 252, 41^ 425. 

Cops.^ On a few between Untr euj»{?) a mullei pierced. 83. 
fcleors de Ils. On a fees between five Its, two lis. 309. 

On a fess betweed six Us an annulet. 131. 
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Flenrs tie Usfom/.). On » fcse bclwecit iix Ua » crvaectit 56^ 

CarlMi. On a frw rngralled hrtwent Unrc ipirii* Vi rreaeuitL 77, 575. 

Fteh. Crosily patty two fiab hauricnt, 588. 

Three luci«» haurieot 754, C**, 

Cruitity pauy and three lucies hadnutr. =5^ 

Craiiily (itoliy aih) Uiree lucteA hiurlent. aa 

, Three ningcrfiitt urle. ^93^ ^ 

Three llagMnL 337- 

ie^t«-d« Ih)-. Azure, Uirrc lia or: France (new) alone. 733. 

Azure, three lia or quartering England, ur p. 457* 

Six Hr. 6411(643. 

Ten Hr. 47. 

.SemyoflM. 636. 

•^my of 0 bend gobony. 718 (thrre li*), 773- 
Flowers. Srr Roses. 

Foils. A cinquefoil ermine. 146, 

A cinquefoil in an orle of crosslets. 378. 439, 46a, 548. 

Titrcc cintiuefoila. . 374, 560. 

Crnsily ami three dnqucfoils. 186. 

Fret. A fret or frcity. 18, 114, 137, ago, 238. 279, 291, 390, 409,416. 434. 445. 476 480. 517. 782. 
Kreity \'a>r. 365, 501. 

Frctty, in chief an annulet. 315. 

FreUy, a chief. 396,417? 

Fusils. Three fusils conjoined in fess. 171, 233.303, 431, 495, 646 670, 686, 771, 799, A.** 
Galley.'' Three galleys. 700. 

" Three galleys dimidtalcd by England. 6. 

Garlm. Three garbs. 373,68^1,703, 707, 802. 

Garlands. Berruly, three garland 397. 

Gouttes. l*cr ^evron three gouttei'; in chief a crescent. 6i, 356: 

Griffin. JSor Monster. 

Bamea. A pair of haincs 616. 

Within a pair urhainct letlers^zia. 399. 

Haminera. Three hammet^ 245. 

Hatik 'A harp.. 736. ^ 

HeMls CniRily three boara* t^ds cuu^l. 1^. 

*rhm leopards* faces Jes^t de ii^ 193, 353. 

Three rams' hauls. 803. 

^ (Sinit). Three swans* heads erased. 140,336. 

Hearts. Semy of hearts and three lions passant guordaut. 74S, 768. 

Inescutcheon. Escutcheon. 

Insect. Sea Butterflies. 

Keys. Three keys crowned. 133- 
Six keys crowned. 557. 

Legs. The legs of Man. 337,610,725. 

Lozenges. Three lozenges. 566. 

Ermine, thrre lozenge*.' 34. 

Four hxzengcs in pal),'on a ranton a crosier. 148. 


Amlste Fusllsu 
Lure. A hawk's lure. 473. 

kLutcles. Seven ntancles; 3, 3, and t. i$, 403, 433, 479, 686 *99. 703i T®9- 

Haunch. A maunch." <73»3*9- 

Monster A griffin segniant, 343, 746, 768. 

A griffin sqtrcaitl ermine. 004 
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Monster {cont.). (Unicortt). A unicorn salient. 626, 636. 

Mullet. Quarterly, in the first quarter a mullet. 16, 59, 76, 289, 387, 436, 521, 684, 704, 708. 

Two mullets in chief, in base a bird. 92. 

Net. The net of Navarre. 718,773. 

Orle. {Sec Net.) An orle. 95, 791. 

Pale. A pale indented. 242, 259. 

On a pale a demi lucie erect. 331. 

On a pale a demi lucie erect, an annulet in dexter chief. 344. 

On a pale a demi lucie erect, a crosslet fitchy in de.xter chief. 277, 347. 

On a pale a sword ; on a chief three roundels. 2. 

Three pales. Three pales, on a canton three bars nebuly. 312, 313. 

Four pales. 730, 735. 

Paly of six. 109. 

Pickaxes. See Hammers. 

Pile. A pile ermine. 472, 534. 

A pile indented. 242, 259. 

Three piles. 261, 554. 

Quarterly. Quarterly per fess indented. 260. 

Quarterl}’, in the first quarter a mullet. 16, 59, 76, 289, 387, 436, 521, 684, 704, 708. 

Quarterly, in the second and third quarters a fret, over all a bend. 168, 218, 244, 389, 647, 660, 665, 675, 
770 - 

Rose. Three roses. 124, 263, 488, 595. 

Roundels. Three roundels. This coat with all its difterences will be found collected under Courtenay at p. 460. 
Semy of roundels. 357, 701. 

Semy of roundels, a canton ermine. 401, 433; cf. 208, 477. 

Saltire. 

Plain lines. A saltire. 185, 205, 262, 394, 498, 644, 660, 661, 668, 720, 772. 

A saltire, a label of three. 666. 

Counter-embattled. A saltire counter-embattled. . 341, 693, 706. ^ 

A saltire counter-embattled, a label of three. 342. 

Saltire and in chief. 

Escallop. A saltire counter-embattled, in chief an escallop. 79, 334, 350, 694. 

A saltire counter-embattled, in chief an escallop charged with an annulet. 323. 

Saltire and on a chief. 

Beast. A saltire engrailed, on a chief a lion passant guardant. 170. 

Escallops. A saltire, on a chief three escallops. 460, 547, 

Saltire between. 

Birds. A saltire engrailed between two birds and two roses. 382. 

A saltire between four martlets. 561. 

On a Saltire. 

Bird. On a saltire a martlet. 91, 779. 

Mullet. On a saltire a mullet. 89. 

Ship. See Galley. 

Staff. See Crosier. 

Star. Sec Crescent. 

Stirrups. Three stirrups. 266, 333. 

Tree. A tree. 452, 543. 

Van. Three winnowing vans. 364. 

Three winnowing vans, a crescent for difference. 514. 

Wings. A pair of wings, over all a bend. 222. 

Wreath. See Garland. 
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XV.—Late-Ce//ic Dagger, Fibula, auci Jet Cameo. By Sir Arthur Evans, 

Knt., D.Litt., F.R.S., President. 


Read 28th January, 1915. 


I. Dagger from Hertford Warren, Suffolk. 

The iron dagger in its bronze sheath shown in fig. i, which I am able to illus¬ 
trate, thanks.to the kindness of Mr. Guy Maynard, the Keeper of the Saffron 
Walden Museum,‘ was found in a rabbit-hole in Hertford Warren. 

The dagger presents a well-marked variety of form hitherto not represented 
among British objects of this class. It has a bronze hilt, and its blade is encased 
in a bronze-plated sheath. Its present length without the chape, which is broken 
off, is about 13! inches, but its original length must have been as nearly as possible 
14 inches. The greatest breadth of the sheath is about an inch. 

From the advanced character of the work there can be no doubt that the 
chape was curved back on to the end of the sheath. As there is no trace of this at¬ 
tachment, it looks as if the whole part of the sheath which was in connexion with 
the chape had been broken off. We may assume that it was of the characteristic 
open ring shape which succeeds the curved bar of earlier La T6ne fabric, illus¬ 
trated by a dagger from Chelsea in the British Museum.® In form it must have 
closely resembled the chape of another dagger in the National Collection found _ 
in the Thames at Wandsworth.’ The somewhat pronounced cur\^e of the upper 
outline of the sheath, on the other hand, more nearly approaches that of the 
dagger with a closely allied form of chape from West Buckland, Somerset.* 

The hilt with its openwork decoration suggestive of Gothic tracery, the 
borders of which are followed by a punctuated line, is of extraordinary elegance. 
In the interstices of the lower part of the openwork are traces of silver plating, 
and there are some indications of the same on the upper knobs. It looks, there¬ 
fore, as if the hilt may have been originally plated. 

’ The Trustees of the Museum kindly gave permission for the exhibition of the dagger to the 
Society. 

* Early Iron Age Guide, p. 98, and pi. vi, fig. i. 

See Sir Hercules Read, Proceedings, xxv (1913), plate facing p. 58, no. 4. 

* Ibid., pp. 57 seqq. and no. i of plate. 
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DAGGHK. FIBULA. AND JET CAMEO 

Thr bron/.c part of the handle L socketed in the 
iron tang of the blade. 'I'hc actual stem including its 
bronze coating is, however, so slender that it could 
hardly have supplied sufficient grip. Vet to have 
wound any substance round it to give a<]equate thick¬ 
ness would have destroyed the symmetry of the whole. 
It looks as if the weapon could have beem little more 
than a toy for decorative use. 

'Ihe top of the handle with its three knobbed 
prongs is clearly a derivative variety of the well- 
known dagger and sword ty|xis of the earlier La 'r6nc 
Period, themselves the outcome of the ‘antenna’ 
I lall.statt class. In the case of the earlier La T6ne 
diiggers there arc generally only tAvo knobbed offshoots 
at the top of the handle, while between them appears 
an anthropoid head or figure. But a simpler form with 
a lliird knobbed offshoot between the others, in place 
of the head, obUiined a very wide currency. 'I'hey are 
frequently seen on Gaulish coins.. 

From various,concordant indications the flcrtford 
Warren dagger may be assigned to the second cen¬ 
tury ac 

2. BkONZE FiBUL.\ FIi(Ukl Bf.cki.ev, < )xox. 

The bronze fibula (fig. 2) found at Beckley,Oxon.. 
now in tlic .iXshmolean Museum at Oxford. rej)rescnts 
a new example of a rare and very interesting type, the 
lx>w of which curve's inward inste;id of outward, as 
is otherwise invariably the case' with Briti.sh fibttJac. 
Another characteristic of this class is Ik.tc weij illus- 
tnited. 'I he pin lerminate's in a double ring which 
worked in a circular groove at the back of the liroocli. 
A similar arrangement Is seen in a fibula from Danes 
Graves published by Canon Greenwell in the. /n/MiV- 
logifi tor 1907/and here repirxluced (fig. 3), and in a 
s^)ecimcn found with a contracted skeleton of a woman 
at Newnham, (’ambridge.* 

Another fibula from Danes Graves, given in fig. .(• 

’ Vol. lx, p. 367, li};. I4. * Cilttl <»/. rit., ji, 268, note rt. 

" Reproduced from Greenwell, op. at, p. 367. 13. 
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.shows a le.ss pronounced incurving of its tront plate, whidi presents, besides, 
the interesting pcculiarit)* of having l>een covered like its posterior ring with 
de(‘orative incrustations of vitreous paste, recalling the coral ornaments of the 
brooch from the Queen s Barrow at AiTas, Yorks., and others from the Marne, 
one of which is of early I -a T^nc type.’ 

These comparisons arc important rts cariy’ing back the <iate of the Intro¬ 
duction into Britain of tlicsc ‘involuted’ fibula types to the time of the earlier 
wave of Belgic inv?Lsion so well repntsented by the barrow interments of the 
Yorkshire Atrebates as seen at Arras and Danes Graves. T his carries back this 



F 5 «.». nronz<r dhtila from Brcklty, 
Oxon. I]), 


Hg. 3, Uronrr fitnit* fo*ni 
Ure Doirra Orave» • p 


rig. 4. Hrofixc tItHil.i with thtcorif 
tit>n from ilto Uanea Cntvi!» ({>. 


class of Jibuhe to a rlatc approaching 300 ac, though the Bcckley example may 
be regarded U'J a slightly later evolution of the t)qie. A distinctiv'e feature on 
tills tibula are the four horsc-shoe-like pattenis with ex|Xtnding extremities which 
appear in relief on the plate. 

It may be re.a.sonably hoped that the immediate prototype of this involuted 
class will ultimately be discovertxl in some region occupied by the Continental 
Belgac or their neighliours. Although at present, however, this link is wanting it' 
is not difTicult to discern certain general afiinitie.s with some Italian Bronze Age 
forms which show the incurvful front. Still more is this the case with certain 
Early Iron Age types, such as ihe horned class ot fibithu' belonging to the I’hird 


' Orccnwcll, up. cU.. p. 298. fig:. 44. 
4ca 
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Period of Estc.* which present lateral rosettes recallin}:{^ that of the Danes 
Graves specimen (fig. above), 'I'lu* forinationof the other Danes Graves fibula 
(fig. 'i) also shows analogies with a Marzabotto type.- 

3. Jet CAifEo i-kom xear Roche.ster, 

The third object here illustrated (fig. 5) is a jet cameo in the form of a 

pendant with head of Medusa, facing sideways, of 
British (or Latc-Cellic) fabric. It.was su.spended to 
a ring of bronze wire, arnl h.ad been proliably worn 
n^und the neck. It w;\5 found in 1838 in Church- 
fieltl, on the banks of the Medway, between StroofI 
and the Temple Farm and opposite tlie ('a.stlc ol 
Rochester. A small and imperfect figure of this 
without its characteristic details was given by Roach 
Smith in the first volume of Collectanea Antiqida* 

It IS really an object of unique interest as prob» 
ably the only example of an iVneient British aimeo. 
It represents tui imitation of a Roman class of cameos 
in tile form of Medusa’s head, eitlier facing or in 
profile, which were a fav'ouritc kind of amulet ’i'hc 
u.se of jet for the purpose is also noteworthy, since 
the fabric of jet om.imcnts in Britain goes back to the Early Bronze Age. British jet 
was specially prized by the Romans,' and amulets of provincial Roman fabric arc 
known in this material, showing the Medusa’s hc.id in relief. A specimen from 
Bonn is in my possession, and a half krotalon with a Medusa’s head carved upon 
it was found in a stone coffin outside St Ccrcon’s ( ‘hurch at Bonn.* 

The characteristic interlacing of the locks of hair in thick masses recalls 
some late Ciaulish coins of Caesiir’s time.* The fibula and other objects with 
which this pendant was a.ssociated seem to b<.dong to the last period of British 
independence, and Indeed the subject of the cameo itself sufficiently betrays the 
oiieration of classical influences. 

' Moitlclitis, Ciriiisatwn primilivt eti /faiit, Albs, pi. 57, a, ami pi. xviii, 263. Compare too the 
Bologna (Amoaldi) fomui, |il. xviii, 258,259. 

‘ Op. fH., pi. 30 . 282. * PI. xi, 5, ami tf. |). » Solinus. cap. 22. 

♦ In 1846. Cf. King, Gnus ami Sfmi'Pn’aous S/oues, p, 132. 

• E. G. Mucher, Vati Gaiiiois, pi. 79, 2. 



Eijl> S Jet cameo, round at 
Strood in 1038 (J|. 
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Bilson, John, on Wulfric’s octagonal building at 
St. Austin’s, Canterbury, 384, 385. 

Birkenhead (Byrkhed, Birket, or Bryket), arms of, 

515- 

Birlingham, arms ascribed to, 505. 

Blackborough (Norfolk), bequest to nuns of, by John 
de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Black Death, the, 353, 360. 

Black Friars, bequests to, by John de Veer, 13th earl 
of Oxford, 280, 310, 312, 313. 

Blackmore, or Blakamore (Essex), priory of, bequest 
to, by John de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 
Blanche!, A., on the buildings of Gaul, 234. 

Blois, Charles de Chatillon, count of, 403, 409. 

Blois, Guy de Chatillon, count of, 403, 427-8. 

Blount, arms ascribed to, 472. 


Blount, Sir William, of Midley, arms ascribed to, 

503- 

Boarhunt (Hants), complete Saxon church at, 75. 

Bobbing (Kent), brass of Sir Arnold Savage in church 
at, 479. 

Bocton, Stephen de, arms of, 493. 

Bodleian Library, Oxford: Rawlinson manuscripts 
relating to building of Wren’s City churches, i, 
5, 9, 10, 14-60. 

Bohemia, arms of, 462, 496. 

Bohun, Mary de (queen of Henry IV), 457. 

Bohun ; Gloucester, duchess of; Hereford, earl of. 

Bokyngham, John, bishop of Lincoln: arms of, 505, 
520, 556; brass of, 505; chantry, 505; will, • 

505- 

Bolton, William, prior of St. Bartholomew’s, West 
Smithfield, share of, in designing the tomb of 
the Lady Margaret Beaufort, 367-71. 

Bond, E. A., 410. 

Bonn (Germany), jet cameo from, 572. 

Book-covers with enamels, 135, 138, 154. 

Borden (Kent), brass with genealogy of the Fyge 
family, 524. 

Borges (or Burgess), arms of, 477. 

Bosham (Sussex), remains of Saxon work in church 
at, 79. 

Boteler, John, arms ascribed to, 556. 

Boteler of Wemme, arms of, 477. 

Boughton under Blean (Kent): arms of William 
Colkin, 511,• arms and brass of John Colkin, 
511 - 

Bourbon, Cardinal de, abbot of Saint-Denis, 106, 
112. 

Bourchier, arms of, 451, 477. 

Bourchier, Bartholomew, Lord, arms of, 517. 

Bourchier, Sir John, Lord, arms of, 477. 

Bourchier, Thomas, archbishop of Canterbury, 454 

Bourne of Kent, arms of, 492, 517. 

Bowls: clay, Roman, from site of St. Martin’s le- 
Grand, London, 250-3; cylindrical, Roman, 
from site of St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, 241 ; 
gold, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 121 ; ‘Samian’, 
King William Street, London, 265; silver, plated 
with gold. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 133. 

Boxley Abbey (Kent), arms of, 486. 

Boys, arms ascribed to, 523, 531. 

Bracelets, formerly belonging to Queen Nanthilde 
and Duke Waifar of Aquitaine, 127, 128. 

Bradeston, arms of, 499. 

Brass object: latten columns of the high altar. Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 110. 

Brasses, monumental, at: Ashford (Kent), 480; Ash 
next Sandwich (Kent), 510; Aylesford (Kent), 






INDEX TO VOLUME LXVl 


576 

4 Ba; Uvbbting (Kent), 479 ; B<ii{Jc-n fKciit), 
Uuughtuir unilci nican (Kcn(|, 511 ; Challock 
(Kent), 557 ; Giarthnin jKrnt). 511 ; CoHham 
(Krnl), 473 , 487 ; Constance Cathedi-al (Ccrmanyi. 
536 ; Faverabam (Kent). 557 : Gravenye (Kenu, 
556 ; llarrow(Mi<l<lx.), 51 +; llt:iiiclKciii). 5 og; 
LingDeld (^urroy), 533 ; Lilllc HorkcalLy (Essex), 
489 ; New Coli(r{{e, Oxford, 503 ; Nifwmgtnn 
next Sttliiigboui nr I Kent), 4 nfi * Nortilflect 
(Krui), 48 a; Orpington (Kent), 473 ; I'lucklcy 
(Kent). 5 x 6 ; Sl Alpliagr, Cantctbiiry (Kent), 
496 ; Sl Lawrraer, nianrl (Kent), 479 ; Salt- 
wood (Keni)^ 47 fe; Sawtridgewertb (iletU.), 
soft, 507 ; Shcldwicli (Kent). 480 ; Tiottun 
(Sussex), 555 ; Weiuuttulci Abbey, 463 , 493 ; 
Wiv’cnboc (Essex), 544 - 

llrasitcd | Kent), amis uit staiiud gla!« and mutilated 
blab uf EdtnumI de M epham, 516 . 

Hi aybriKike, arms of, 465, 4AH, 536. 

Braybroolcr, Sir Reginald, arms ascribctl to, 518. 

Braybrooke, Robert, tubhop of London, armssacrib'd 
to, 318 . 

Brayley (E, VV.) and Neale (J. P.), deaeration of the 
tomb oi tile Lady Margaret Beaufort in West- 
mbt&tcr Abbey, 3G6, 373. 

Brtnchlcy, Sir William, arms of, 466 , 468 - 9 . 

Brescia Cathedral (Italy), Byxantine cross at, 433. 

Bretagne, Amic de, clasp of, T 57 . 

Rrettingham, arms ascribed to, 524 , 531 . 

Bretton^ arms ascribed to, 328 . 

Brian, Sir Guy de. arms of. 501 , 532 . 

Briire, Gaston, on the Abt>ry of Saint-Denis, 113 . 

Uri&ci of Wellhalt in Ebliam, arms ascribed to, 
5 ”- 

Britford (VVilfx.), remains of Saxon work to church 
ai. 73 . 

British art. aiKicnt ; brooch. Beck ley (Oxon.), 570 a; 
dagger. Hertford Warrm (Su’ffidk), 56 ^ 570 ; 
jet ciuuco, willi heud o( Mrdus.a, Surood (Kent), 

57a- 

Britisli Musttini: bronze object of iJic IjiU-Crllir 
period rtwnlly added to, 349 - 32 ; east of 
Filz Dering scaI, 511 , cry^l reliquan:, of the 
ninth cenluty, 137 ; daggers, l..itr.Ceftic, 569 ; 
excavations on bclialf of: at Amalbus (Cyjma,), 
> 93 : at Eukorol (CypntM)b 18 a; at Ridunans* 
worth (ilerts,), 195 -^; tin-W'addcsdon vase, 

190 . 

Brittany, arms of, 473, 488, 491, 

Brittany. Arthur of, 402 . 

Brittany, Mary uf, 402 : 

Block, E, P. L., pbittb by, ci| excavtitioiis carried out 
ill Lcudcnluill Market, London, 225. 


Brockri of Ebcnry in Oxnry (Kenl), arms ascribed 
to, 482. 

Rrockwclt, Maurice W., notes 011 the picture of ilie 
* Mass of Sl. Giles158 ». 

Urumehill (Nurfotk), priory of, Iwqurnt to, hy John 
de Veer, 131I1 earl nf Oxfordi 313 

Briiny, arms ol) 518, 

Bronze Aget caves and cluunbcrs in Cyprus, 
163. 

Bronze objeets: bronze-gilt lirourhco, front V’ah'rKc 
d’<\gcii (FraiiccL taj; broocli, ftxim Becktry 
(Oxoii.), 57OV 571; caglc-loctcm, Ahl»cy (•r.Snint- 
Denis, io6, 107; hill of dagger, laie-Celtic, 
HefiTord Warren (Snflbtk), 569,570; sUrrnp lHte 
ohjcri, of I^tc-Crhic period, recently added to 
flic Britisli Museum, 349-52; terrets (rings from 
horse-tmppings), 351. 

Brooches: bronze, from Arras (Yorks.), 571; Beckley 
(Oxon.), 570-2; Danes Grown (Yorks.), 570-2; 
bronze-gilt, from Valenced'Ajpen (France), 127; 
gold, from Ravenna, 127; golden, with three 
tails, Nagy Mihaty (tlungary). 123. 

Brookhill (or Brockhull) of Saltwood, arms ascribed 
to. 476. 

UrookhilL Thomas, arms and brass of, 476. 

Brosyerdc: sre Bruisyard. 

Brothenon, Thomas of; Norfolk, earl o(^ 

Kroiigliton, Jolm and Robert, bequest to. by John de 
Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 286, 316. 

Brown, J..\ilen, 211 «„ 213, 2r4. 

Browne, Dan, bookseller, 1, 2, 9>. 

Browne, Jukes, ar5. 

Bruisyard, Brosyerde, or Brusyerd (Suifotk): Imqueid 
to abbey of, by Mary dc Sl Pol, countess of 
Pembroke, 417, 4211, 422, 4^1; bequest (o, by 
Julin dc Veer, 13th earl of Oxford. 280,312. 

Bi'Uiiawick, Ganzagn vase at, 120. 

Broyn, Sir Ingciram <Je, arms ascribed to, 500. 

Buckinghamshire, early urgonkatlon of the chmrh 
_ in, '92, 95, 97 (ae o/ia Hittfer Churches of the 
* Domesday Survey). .Sw Gnrard’s Cross, bled- 
menham. 

Burghcrxl*. arms of, 479, 541, 543. 544 

Burgundy; duke of, gift to the Abbey of .Saint-Denis, 
112. 

Burgnndy, dukes of, badge of, 384. 

Burial; Grarco-Roman, SaiaiiiM (Cyprus), 185. 

Bundiy, John, on the aliirlda in* the dcib4cfs oJ‘ 
Canterbury Catliedml, 455. 

Burton, arms of, 492. 

Bury Sl. Ldiiiunda (SulTolk), ubbey of, Ireqiiesl tO, by 
John de Veer, 13II1 earl of Oxliird, 277, 286. 
3 * 5 . 3 >ft. 
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Utuhc'Fox, J. V., rxa»\Tition work nl Corhridgc uiiU 
WniXftcr, »44, 248, 262. 

Rutirr, arms ascrib^ to, 501, 519. 

Buxton, 1. II., excavatiun work in Cyprus, tpa, 

* Byberon' wilb lion's head, Abbry of Saint*Donis. 
108. 

Byrkhcil, John, master of Cobham College, arms 
aarrihed to, 514, 

Byrkhed, I'homas, rector of ilawkliurai, arms und 
bra-ss of. 514. 

Byzantine archllecturc In.Cyprus, 159 DT.; art, exam* 
pics of, 133. 1*5. 137, lafg. 130. 138, 143, 144, 
*52. ‘54 t 157; lamps, from Salamts (CypruaX | 

193; rock-bc\rn chambers, Cypnw, 163; silver 
Irtaanrc, front Cyprus, itj n. 

C 

Cambridge, Richard ofConingsborougli.earl of, arms 
45lli 493, 530 , 553; portrait of, 49a: si al of, 

49^ 

Cambridge: 

Black Kriars of, bequests to, by John dc Veer, i3lh 
earl of Oxford, afe, 3t<x 313. 313, 

Clare College, foundation and statutes of, 424. 438, 
439. 

Pembroke College and iu roundresa, 401-46; 
buildings, 422-4; chnpcl, 423, 434; — altar 
clothing, 4 .C., 426, 433; charters and deeds, 401, 

|o6 n., 408, 414, 415, 430-6, 439, 431, 43a, 435; 
course of studies, 424; rndourments, 423,423; 
foundress’s cup, 426; grants obtained on behalf 
of, by the foundress, 4t<>: biventorics, 426; 
messuages, 422, 423; muuitucnts, 401, 415, 433; 
plate, jewcK ie., 4x7, 424, 426, 433; prayent, 

427; quinccnlenaty, 401; seal. 423, 427; site, 
422, 423; statutes, 4H, 420, 421, 423, 424, 429; 
treasury, 422; University Hostel, 423,424. .V^f 
a/so Pembroke, Mary dc St. Pol, couiitcaa of. 

St. John’s Colirge, docuitiaiLs fixrni Uu: muninirnls 
of, relating to the rxmitiun of the tomb of the 
Lady Margaret Beatifort In Westminster Abbey, 
365-76. 

University lJt>rary: Frandscatt brevLuy. 426. 

Cambridgcsliire, t.nrly organization of the chuteh in, 

90,92 (5<r also Htuier Chonrbes of the Domesday 
Sun-Q’). See Cambridge, Denny Abbey, Ickleton, 
Ncwiiham, Swatfhani Bulbeck, Waterbeach. 

Cameos: of Cluuiroea 11 , king of Persia. 121; agate, 
on CTfiss of St, Floy, Abbey of Saiiil.Dcuis, 125; 

Jet, wiUt Medusa bead, Strood (Keiiih 572; 
sardonyx, of Ute Fmperor Augustus, r37; vasc-s 
sartlcnyx, 120. 
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•Canioys, Thomas, fx>rd, arnts of, 490, 53T, 5.55: 
brass of, 555- 

Camponia, onris ascribed to, 467. 

Cana vases, 118. 

Candelabra, Abbey of Sxinl*Dr nix, 117, 134, r39. 
Caudlcatickx. gold and xilver, AblH*y of Srunt-Denix, 
108, 109, iin 

Canlebi, Michael dc, seal of, 492. 

Canterbuiy (Kent): 

Heraldry in tlie Cloistci's uf Ute Cotlietlrtil Cliureli 
of Christ: introductory remmkson the shields, 
on (be building of Uie cloisters,and the anllioritiejs 
for the a&ciiplioiis. 447-62; lietailfd dexcription 
ofeadi shield in tlie cloisterx, 463-559; Ordinary 
of the arms, s6o.- A Arms ,'wcribed to : Albany, 
533; Aldon, 5^; Alexander the Great, 462, 
55r; Alien, 468; Alpbcgh, 528; Anieby, 474; 
Apuldurfiehl, 470-1, 488; Arthur, King, 

4^, 551 ; rVrtmdvl, Richard, carl of, 459, 463, 
465, 49a. 5 y»: Amndel, Archbishop. 459, 461. 
465, 469. 519, 525. 535. 546^ 553; Astley. 465: 
At Bridge, 536; Athiill, 476; Atlccsc, 480; 
Aton, sre Vesci; Audky, 480, 482, 498, 525. 
526. 556: Avrunches, 502, 534, 535; Aylesbury. 
537; Aynsford, 480; Badiesincrt:, 508, 535 ; 
Balbrd, Gregoiy, 494; Bozdolf, 503, 533; Bai> 
grave, Dean. 456, 463; B.imard, 529; Baron, 
557; Barr. 536; Barrey, 470, 47j, 483, 528, 
533: Boisett, 507; BatisTorrl, 4O8,522, 525,531, 
.SSa, 556 5 Battle Abbey, 565; Bamk 534 • Bcau- 
cham|\ 425, 487, 518, 519, 526, 54a; tne Bef- 
gsvrnny, baron of; Beaufbrt, llrnry, Cardinal. 
45 ®* 3*9; Beaufort, s/t Somerset; Bcauinoiii, 
460, 46^ 499, 500, 509. 544 7, 552; Beavor, 
John dc, 485; Becket, St. 'niumas k. 46.1, 466, 
47^ 481. 484, 549: Bcdiuixl, John, duke of, 458. 
488.4y'J» 5531 Bckc. 530; Rergavenny, WilUain 
dc Braurhampi baron of, 425,300,519; Berkeley, 
■)«». 5»8. 3 * 9 * 53 »; Bertram, 477-8, 543, 557; 
Birlingliam, 505; Blount. 47a; Blount, Sir 
William, 503; Bohemia, 462, 496; Bohun, set 
Hcn-Tonl, rarlof; Bokjmgham, John, bishop of 
Lincoln, 505, 330, 556; BoteJer. John, 556; 
Eloorcliicr, 451, 477, 517: Bouinr, 49a, 517; 
Boxicy Abbey, 486; Boys, 523,31; Braybroole, 
465. 4^, 526; Braybrookr, Sir Reginald, 518; 
Braybrookc, Kobcit, bisliop of London, 518; 
Brcndilcy, Sir William, 460, 468 9; BreUing^ 
liaiii, 524, 531 ; Bretton, 528; Biian, Sir Gwy 
‘Ic, SOI. 5 .^: Briset, 5U; UrilUny, 473 488. 
491; Brocket, 482; BtoiAhill (or Brockliull). 
4^; BruUuiton, aer Norfolk, earl of; Oiuyn, 
Sir Ingt’lram dr, 500; Bnrgbersh, 479,341. 513, 
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CinnU'ihuiy : lltrshlry in ihc CloUtcrx 

344; Rurton, 49a; RutliT, 501* 519; Ryrkhwl. 
Ji>hn, 514; ByricbH, 514 ; Cambridge, 

Ukhiti^ of Conlngsborough, earl of, 458. 528. 
553: Camoys, I'homas. Lord, +90, 521, 553; 
Campania, 467; Canterbury c Cliriu Cliurcli 
I'riury, 520, 533. 536, 546. 555, 557, 559 ; —city 
uf, 4&J, 484; — St. Atiguaiitir’x Abbey, 464, 549; 
— St. Crrgtiry’x Prioiy, 477; — srr nt^ 451, 
•»^ti <163, .|ty>, 53a ; Cantlhipe, 431.492,312, 323; 
Cantwrcll, 494; C-wtlle, 438, 4^, 340 i, 549, 
85.1 : Causton, WnItcT, 3*5: Cuwitt;, 479, 530; 
Chnnibcrlayiu;, 513: Cliarics, kingofUicKoninnii 
nnd ikilittnuM, 490: Clharllnn, 536; Chnwnilry, 
523 ; (!lirIk!ariL'l{i, 528 ; Cbcvening, 536; Chichc* 
ley, Airhbiahnp, 48.1, 533 ; Cflidcrolt, 4781 
Chilton, 527; Cifrcwast. 508; Cliujuc I'oiU, 
483. 464} Clanvowe, 512; Clare, 489, 499; 
Clarence, 'I'homas. duke uf, 458, 491, 495, 316, 
ST*f 555! Clarcvaux, 494; Clnvering. 303; CJtf. 
ford, 499, 500, 511, 517, 534, 34a. 348, 351, 
Cliflbrd, John, Lord, 500; Clifford, Kichuid, 
bishop of I-oiidon, 3r4, 521, 537 ; Clifford, 
UoI>rn, sri, 53j; Clinton, John, Lord, 478; 
Clinton, Sir William, I^tid, 4*^, 515; Qitheroe, 
Richard, 310, Clupton, 505 ; Cnbham, 488, 490^ 
49*. 5*0. 537 i Cobliain of Cobham, 47a, 515; 
Cobluuii of Ruiidalr, 470, 473, 490, Cobham 
of Strrboroiigh, 470, 488, 4*40; Cubltiun, Sir 
Thom.T5, 470; Cocklidd, 490, 500, 51 1; Cole- 
478, 49> 53B 40; ColiT>rprr, John. 474; 
Colepeper, Sir William, 548; Colley, John, 484, 
498; Coloign, 468; Cohimbere, 481. 515; Col- 
vile, John, 31 1 ; Cotnyn, 460, 514, 343.547, 558; 
Coningxbonmgh, sor Combridge, earl of; Con- 
!U.ihIe, 52t ; Constantinople, 482,530; Cornwall. 
Sir John, Baron Kaidiupc, 457, 554 ; Cosenton 
(or Co&stngtonl. 482, 501, 536. 536; Courtenay, 
460, 467, 471-4. 4A 4^1. 5ot» 506. 316. 521, 
5S»6, 554; Courtt;nay of Powderham, 482, 486; 
Courtenay, Arehiiishnp, 435, 460, 463-5, 469 
476; Courtrnay, Sir Edward, 460, 554 ; Courti> 
nay, Sir Peter dc, 474 ; Cressel, 451 ; Crrvrquer. 
flamo df, 535; Crey, 330; Criol (or Kcrlel), 
173. .500. 50a, 5*8. ^ ; Cromer, Sir William, 
468; Cromwell of rauhnil, 498; Crosby, 473, 
soo; Crouch |or Aierourhx 5^ ; Curtcla, 522, 
5*3. 53* ; Dabemon, 533; Dacrc, 518; Daling- 
‘•8K'. 47** 53°; Daniels, 498; Dany, 49?; 
Dc Burgh, 490-a, 3t4. 519. 553-5; Di-incourt. 
4°7i 499. .5°t< 5*1.53« ; Delaliay, 505 ; Delamarc, 
557 J Delaplanchc, 479 ; IhUpole. 472,487,488, 
5*3. 5*4- 5^; Dcnc, 508; Denmark, 462, 55-2 


Cantcrltury; Heraldry In tl»e Cloiau-m {rt}nlinnot\, 
(w Erie); Dering, Jtdm, 491 . rtrring. Sir 
Richard. 511; Despeitcer, 489, 493. 4g.>, 516, 
54»-4. 5.54; HcverewK. 5«». 547. 548. 558; 
DcyvUI, 507; Digge>, 466; Dike, Reginald dr, 
503; Dcxiiiigfielil, 536; Dogett, 494; Dom 
Mon.-utfrry (Kenth |8n; Dymtwke, 34a; Eching 
h.tm, 466, 305.308,516, 320, 529; Edltli, Queen, 
333; Edmund, King, 462, 464, 467, 473, 551; 
Edtvnrd the Confessui, King, 4O2; 467,551; EglU 
Held, 537; Empire, the. 549; Engaynr, 4A7. 476; 
Englnintt, 508; Fngl.ind, 457-9, 464. 484, 487- 
92. 519, 526, 553; Eric, king of Denmark and 
N.irw.ty, 458, 354; Enninr, W. dc, 489; Essex, 
Henry de, 546: Ethelbeit, King, 462, 481, 550; 
Ethiuplit. 462, 550; Evrringhsm, Thom.is de, 
54.5.546: Evrrnx, .462, 549, 335; ExetCT, John 
Holland, dukr of, 439, 490, 341, 542; EyOidonl, 
|fio; Eyre, 338; Fastolfc, 11 ugh, 539; Faver- 
shiun, llluntaa dv, 477; Felhriggr, Sir Simon, 
318; Fctrcis, 465, 500, 518, 545-8; Frnipl.ice, 
329; Fitzalan, 459. 463, 465. 488, 492, 497. 503. 
517-20.527,541,54a. 552.533.353, FiUbci tiard, 
55°; Fltz Chamber, 499; FiuUciing, 511; 
Fitzpayne, 486. 496, 502. 512. 532, 534; Fiiz- 
waiter, 348; Fogge. Sir Tlmmai., 512, 530,559; 
Folmaii, 471; Kiwley, John de, 470, 485; 
Frandingliam. 495; Fmorr, 457, 458,462, 487. 
|88, 490, 519, 526, 330 : Freiiingliiun (Freiiyng- 
htim, or Famlnghoni), John de, 448. 473, 473, 
461, 496, 497; Fii.genhall, 513; Fumiv'al, 490: 
Kumivall, Thomas Nevill, l^rd. 477; Fyge, 
Peter, 534: Fyneux, 496; Garnet.316: Gari^rd. 
485; Garwinton, 476; Gascoigne, Luid Chief 
Justice, 303. 310,511; Gcoige. St., 465; Giblirs, 
W.titcr, 50Q; Glastonliiiry Abbey, 551; Clwi* 
ccster, Mumptirey, diikr of, 458, 48^ 493. 533; 
Gloucester, Tliomas Drspencer, earl of. 458. 
491, 544; Gornejr, 470; Gray, Sir Nicholas, 
551; Green. 451; Gtx:nford, 504, 303; Grc), 
4^, 308; Grey. Sir Thomas, 489; Grey de 
Codnui, Kidiord, Baron, 530, 534, Gix-y dr 
Ruthin, 534; Grey de Wilton, Henry, 477; 
GreyMink, Ralph, 517; Guildfbrdr, 533; Haco, 
king of Norway, 462, 546; Hadtow |Madiuc, 
Handlu, or Holowr), 469, 482; HukcbecK 528: 
Hales, 473 4: Halle, 509; Hulbun, Robert, 
bishop of Salisbury, 448, 536; Harrourt, 318; 
lUrdies, 528; Hurdreahidl, 471, ^95; llarfleet, 
513; llurliiig, 539, 5|o; HastinKi., John de, 
490; Haute (or Hawie), 472, 479. 483. 493. 530, 
341; Hantot. 330; Hawbetk, 514; Hdleii,46;: 
Hcitnebridge, 53t: Henry IV, 457,355; Henry. 
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Canterbury : Heraldry in the Cloisters [continued). 
Prince of Wales (afterwards Henry V), 457, 492, 
493, 521, 552; Hereford, Humphrey de Bohun, 
twelfth earl of, 457, 463, 555 (see Bohun); 
Hereford, Joan, countessof, 463, 525; Heringaud 
(or Heringod), 466, 533; Heron, 481; Herring, 
Nicholas, 533; Hever, William de, 479, 495; 
Heytesbury, 486; Higham, 485; Holland, 474, 
491. 503. 543 . 553-5 {see Exeter, duke of; Kent, 
earl of); Holowe, Rauf, 482; Hoo, Sir Richard 
de, 484; Hoorne, Edmund, 513, 528; Hosterley, 
512; Hubert, St., 522; Hungerford, Sir Walter, 
486; Huntingdon, William de Clinton, earl of, 
508; Hussey (Husee, or Hoese), 485, 508, 533; 
Inge, William de, 488; Ingham, 524; Ireland, 
462, 550; Isaac, 469; Isley, 475; Jerusalem, 
460, 462, 500, 509, 544-7, 551, 552; Kelsham, 
475, 534; Kent, Alice, countess of, 525; Kent, 
Edmund of Woodstock, earl of, 459,503; Kent, 
Joan, countess of, 459; Kent, Thomas Holland, 
earl of, 458, 459, 527, 553; Kentisbere, 496; 
Kilwarbie, Robert, cardinal and archbishop of 
Canterbury, 493, 516; Kington, 468; Knares- 
borough Priory (Yorks.), 525; Knoel, 536; 
Knolles, Sir Robert, 479, 557; Knyvett, 481 ; 
Kyme, 520, 522, 523, 531, 536; Lacy, 531; 
Lancaster, Duchy of, 506, 526; Lancaster, dukes 
of, 459; Lancaster, Edmund, earl of, 526; Lan¬ 
caster, Henry, earl of, 465, 545, 548, 552; 
Lancaster, John of Gaunt, duke of, 540-1; Lan¬ 
caster, Thomas, earl of, 526; Langdon, John, 
bishop of Rochester, 534; Langham, 476; 
Langley: see York; Langley of Warwickshire, 
501, 511; Langton, Stephen, archbishop of 
Canterbury, 542; Lathom, 547 ; Latimer, 495; 
Latimer, John Nevill, Lord, 477; Laverick (or 
Leverick), 495,510; le Baud, 483; Leeds Priory, 
523 ; Lenthal, Sir Rowland, 553-4; Leon, 458, 
462, 540-r, 549, 555; Lesnes Abbey, 468, 506; 
Leventhorp, 504, 506, 507, 538 ; Leybourne, Sir 
Thomas de, 502, 507, 535; Lisle, 486, 523, 531, 
548 ; Littlebury, 557 ; Livonia, 462, 552; Lod- 
broke, 506; London, City of, 462, 481; Lovaine, 
451; Lovel, John, 478; Lovel, Thomas, 498; 
Lovelace, 502 ; Lucie (or Lucy), 466, 536, 552, 
555; Lutteridge, 502; Luttrell, 490, 502 ; Mail- 
mains, 509, 537 ; Maltravers, 459, 466, 480, 497, 
503. 518, 519 : Man. Isle of, 462, 500, 538, 550; 
Manston, 529, 535; March, Edmund Mortimer, 
earl of, 490, 491; Maries, William de, 497; 
Mauduit, 451; Mayhew, 471; Mepham, 516, 
530; Mereworth, 509, 537; Mohun of Dunster, 
458,491,493,541-4. 557 ; Molinton, Sir Thomas, 


Canterbury: Heraldry in the Cloisters (continued). 
524; Mompesson, 516; Monins,469; Montacute, 
489, 497. 506, 520, 527, 528, 541, 543, 545, 555, 
558; Montboucher, 482, 487, 497; Monthermer, 
489. 497 . 520, 527. 545. 555; Mortimer, 458, 490, 
492, 506, 514, 515, 519, 527, 553-5; Mortimer 
of Attleborough, 539; Mortimer, Sir Thomas, 
527; Morton, 451; Mowbray, 478, 488, 541-4; 
Mowbray, John, Lord, 459; Mowbray, Thomas, 
earl marshal, 459; Muschamp, 467,509; Navarre, 
462, 555; Navarre, Joan of, 457, 549, 555; 
Nevill, 491, 494, 501, 527, 541-3, 555, 556; 
Nevill, Sir John, 543, 555; Newburgh, 518; 
Newenham,52o; Noone,529; Norfolk, Elizabeth 
Arundel, duchess of, 459; Norfolk, Thomas de 
Brotherton, earl of, 459, 488, 543, 544; Norfolk, 
John Mowbray, duke of, 543; Norfolk, Thomas 
Mowbray, duke of, 459, 553; Norland, 505; 
Northumberland, Percy, earl of, 500, 552, 555; 
North wood, 461; Norway, 462, 552 (see Haco), 
Nottingham, 493. 516, 536 ; Odiarne, 467 ; Ogle, 
Robert, Baron, 477, 557; Oldcastle, 472, 515; 
Opsall, 532; Orchard, 476; Oxford, Richard de 
Vere, earl of, 465, 466; Parr, John, 499; 
Pashley, 479; Paunton, 522-4, 530, 531; Paun- 
ton. Sir Hugh, 523, 524; Paveley, Sir Walter, 
557 ; Peckham, John, archbishop of Canterbury, 
527; Pedwardyn, 517; Pelham, 548, 551, 556; 
Pembroke, Aymer de Valence, earl of, 490; 
Pembroke, John de Hastings, earl of, 490; 
Penbruge, 509; Penshurst, 473; Percy, see 
Northumberland; Perot, 501; Peter, king of 
Leon and Castile, 492; Peverel, 487, 526; 
Peyforer, Fulke, 470, 540; Philibert, St., 530; 
Philpot, 499, 557 ; Pix, 490; Pluckley, 501 ; 
Plurenden, 477; Poictiers and Cornwall, Richard, 
earl of, 525; Popham, 512, 547; Porter, 471; 
Portugal, 462, 546, 550, 559; Portugal, Philipe, 
queen of, 457; Poynings, 461, 483, 486, 487, 
497. 5'2, 518, 520, 532-5; Poynings, Richard, 
Lord, 534; Prester John, 550; Proude, 496; 
Provence, 462, 550; Provence, Eleanor of, 550 ; 
Ramsey, 558; Raynsford, 558; Reading Abbey, 
526; Rempstone, 542; Rempstone, Sir Thomas, 
527 Roberts, 510; Robsart, 518; Rokele, 474; 
Rokesley, 487, 534, 535 ; Rome, 462, 496; Roos, 
William, Lord, 519, 521, 535, 536; Rossell, 
479; Royal arms, 457-8, 488 92, 506, 521, 525, 
527, 542, 546, 550, 553-5, 559; Royton, 558; 
St. Albans Abbey (Herts.), 542 ; St. John, 
478. 487. 515. 532; St. John, Sir Thomas 
Poynings, Baron, 532; St. Leger, 517, 519; 
St. Lo, 474, 497, 502, 504, 510, 529; St. Nicho- 
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Canterbury: HcrsUiiy in the Cloisters {mnihiufd). 
lus. 530; Salisbury. Thomas dc Montaruie, earl 
wf. 555: Samson. 515; Sancht-t, 47a; Sand- 
wich, 437, 503,5X8; Sansuivnr, 47a; Savage, Sir 
AmoW, 496, 502; Savoy. 531. 549; Saxony, 
552; Scales, 478, 526; Schepciic, John, 
558; Scotland. 46a. 550; Scropc, 481, 558; 
^rope. Henry, Lord, 501.517,519. 554; Sempe, 
Sir Stephen. 487; Scudamore, 501,510; Segrave, 
459. M*« 543: Sephani, William de. 491, 
Scplvans, John, 539; Sepivaiis, Tlxomas, 529; 
Seplvans. Sir William, 513, 5*9; Scyliard, 478, 
479; Shelton, 509; Shelving, 504; Shurland, 
507; Somers, 508; Someniet, Joltn Beaururt, 
carl of, 458, 5»7. 541; Stafford, 485, sat, 523, 
54a; Stafford, Sir Hngh, 516, 517; Standish, 
514; Sunley, Sir John, 538, 547; Stapleton. 
533; Staiciucrr, 513; Stntboigi, 480. 550; 
Strange, 484; Strange, John, Lord,543; Strange 
ol Knockyti. 484. 541, 54a; Strickland, William, 
bishop of Carlisle, 483; Sudhnry, Simon, arch- 
biahop of Camerbury, 464, 469, 494, 508; 
Surrrndcn, John de, 499, 505; Sweden, 462, 
55a; Swiiibourne. Tlinmas, 4^; Tallwt, 461, 
533: Talboys, 523.53a; Taverner. 538; Thomaa, 
-Sr., «(v Uccict; Thomhury, 557; Thoweilcd, 
5to; Thnux,462,550: Thiirstonr, 557; Touchu, 
48^ 498, 52;j, 556: I racy. 498; Tr«^o2c. 513- 
«4t 55‘: TroutbccL. 536; tyes. 528; Ufford, 
4V3. 497. 49». 304. 5«7. 520. 536. M<>. .548; 
LiMer, John dc Burgh, earl of, 491; Umfravillc. 
5‘5* 5*3> 532; Umfr.iville, Gilbert dc, 515; 

Valence, 490: Verdun, 526; Vere, 465, 475, 
^5. 516, 531, 530, 545, 547; Vesci, 486, 556; 
Vcsci. Sir Gillwrt Aton, Lord, ,487. 557 ; Wad- 
ham. 485. 501 ; Waiiillcct, 451 ; W^cn. 540, 
558; Wales, 462, 549; Wales, Prince iil^ 457, 
493. SaL 55a; Waleys, 503; Warrniie, 
459. 463. 4^5. 49«. 517, 520, 527, 541, 54a. 552. 
553* 5^: Warwick, Newhurgh, carl of, 518: 
Warwick, Riefutrd Beauchamp, carl of, stS ’ 
Watevilc,47G; Wtlde, William, 510; Werton 
(or Weston), 494; Westmorland, Ral^i Ncvill, 
e,arl of, 4,'^. ytj, 541; Wlu'tcnhall, 499, 520, 
557; Widvile.55i; Willinglon,537; WlUougfiby, 
49S. 5^. 507r sao, 536. 546. 548; Wingfield. 
488, 526; Winter, 451; VViulesey, William, 
archblshtrp ofQinterbury, 517; Wroticslcy, 538; 
Wykeham, William 0^514; York, Kdiimn'd of 
Unglcy, dnkr of, 458. 491, 544, 554; York, 
Edward Plantagenct, duke of. 458, 4Vi. 49a, 544; 
Zouclw, 494, 512. 518. 520. 547- Badgca: 
UcuuraoiH,464.544; B<.lnin,493; Clifford. 500- 


Canterbury: Heraldry in the Cloisters {ctmtittufd). 
Courli iiay, 493; Grey de CcHllior, 530; HcyUw. 
bury, 486; Hiingertord, Sir Waller, 4^; Kr-nt, 
Juan oi, 495; Kent, i'lioniaa Holland, earl of, 
493; Mortimer, 4G4; Plantagenct,464: Poyniogs, 
483; SL John. 538; Wales, Prince of, 462, 493. 

527* 

Kccvnl discoveries In the Ahijcy Churrh of 
St. Austin, 377-400; aixlKS, 377, 379, 383, 387, 
389- 390, 393; “li"- of St. Gregory, 387, 392 5, 
397, 4<»i ainbulaiury, 378, 379; hapftistery, 
383; Book of Cnuttims, 387; burying-place ol 
St. Auatin and hU successors, 377, 382 4- 390- 
400; eeuitiery of the monks, ^t ; chapr] of 
Sl Stephen and St. Mary Magdalene, 387; 
— of the Virgin. 387 ; church of St. Peter and 
St. Paul. 377, 380, ^r. 383, 384, 386, 388 90. 
39G, 398 ;_riypt5. 383, 390, 39». 395; dminray, 
379; flooring; 388: louiidatioim, 377, 379. 3^ 
J®9. 390, 396; ground plan of the minster, 377; 
monks' quire, 377; nave, 377, 3713; 383. 389, 
395;—altar, 378; octagonal building, Wulfjlc'a. 
377* 3791^-» oratory of Our Lady, Eadbald’s, 
381-3.387,390; platfurms, eartben and concrete, 
377» 378. 388. 396; pordita, 381, 395, 400; 
twrticus, 386, 388-91, 393, 395, 400; presbytery, 
383^ .390. 39»; P»lf>H»ni, 377 ; quire, 387 i ruotl- 
377“8: screen foutidaiions ant) scrertis, 
377r 378. 386. 387, 396; aicetK;r walls, 380, 389, 
3^^. 398, 397. pi•*r^ 378, 379; tiles, 387. 
3^8, 396; tombs, 381*, 390-9; tower and tower 
piers. 377, 378, 383; transepts, 377, 390; walls, 
379. 7 j^ 387-9". 393. 39.5. 
t- hrist Church Priory, 383; font of, 292. 

Sl Alphxge, brass at, 496. 

Sl .Augustine’s Colk-ge, cxcav-.-xliona c,irnrd out 
by auihoritits oi; 377, 378, 399, 400. 

St. Martin's Churdi, burial of Saxon kings in, 389. 
399- 

St. Mury Magdalene Chuixh, aims in, -♦84- 
6 l Peter sChutxli, sutus of Poyiiitig?, 483,486,534, 
535; monuniait U» Thomas Ikham and his wile 
.(a.nn, 483. 

C.tiithaiua, iwo-hnudled, of agate, Ahb«;y (*f Saint* 
Denis, 119, 120. 

C.intllupc, arms of, 431, 49a. 512, 523. 

Cornwell, arms ascribed to, 494- 
Capci, Hugncf, tomb of, 107 «. 

Corlovingian I'mperors, ivories nw<lr for, 135. 

Caniiflite Friars, bequest to, hy Mary de St. Pol 
cuuntcBB of Pembroke, 417,433, 

Castih, arms of, 458, 462, 540-1, 549, 555. 
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Co&Ue iledinghom (Essex), seat ol Jolm de Veer. 
13Ut earl of Oxford, 276, 2%, 2W ; arms ol the 
carl of Uxfottl ovei west window of dturch uid 
utt the tower, 307, 308; chapel at, 303 ; uuiilciUs 
of the rhainbtTA in IheauUlr, 288 IT., 316, 323-8; 
monument of the 15th earl in ihc church, 308 n,, 
309 «. 

Caihuriitc, St, Prison of : s*t Cyprus 

Cauntelnw, VViUlaui dc, seal of, 492. 

Cauaton, Walter, prior of St. Mutriii’s, Dover, 480 ; 
arroii ascribed to, 5t5. 

Cave period, early, Hint iniplenictus of the, IroTn 
Rickmanaworth (Herts.), 305, 206. 

Camie, arms ascribed to, 530. 

Cawne, Sir Thomas, .irms ascribed t<s 479; monu¬ 
ment of, 479. 

Celtic crosses, 66. 

Celtic, Lau:: bronze object recently added to the 
Britliiii Museum, 349-52; brooches, from Arras 
(Yorks.), 571; liccklcy (Oxon.lk 570-2 j Danes 
Graves (Yorks.), 571 ; daggers from Chelsea 
(Middx.), 569; Hertford Warren (Suffolk), 569, 
570; I'iuuncs at Wandsworth (Surrey), 569; 
West Bucklaiid (Soul), 569: jCl cameo, with 
head uf Medusa, frum Stroud (Kent), 57a. 

Censers, silver, Alxbry of Saint-Denis, 108. 

CesiKila, A. P. di, 180. 

Cesnola, L P. di, on Cypriote aittit|uitic9, (66, 178, 
180. 

Chalic^: Abbey ul Saint-Denis, iu8, 115, II7, 121, 
123, 141, 143, 144, I55M.,' Byzantine, treasury 
of St. Mark, Venice, (43. 

Chaliock (Kent): arms ol Apuldurheld in church, 
47t ; brass of 'I'hurstone of Chaliock, 357, 

CJiainberlayiic, arms ascribed to, 513. 

Charlemagne, ti6, taov 123, 129; chax>e of, 147; 
chessmen and chessboard attributed to, 133, 151; 
clasp of, 151 ; crow of, 125 w., 127, 131, 139; 
crown, 132, 133, t+5 146, 147, 148; ‘Escrin de 
Churlemagiie109, 123 128, 1.(6 ; gold image 
of, 130; band of justice, 132, 133; insignta, 132, 
150; sceptre, 132, >33; spun#. 132, 133; sword, 
13a; statuette of, 156; trrasurcs guUicrcd by, 
12B, 129 - 

Charles, king of the Romans and of ttobemu (.'liter 
wanla Eni|N:tur Oiai lcs IV), annsuf^ 490- 

Charies t of France (Charlea the Bald) ; crown of, 
•33. * 4 ®; girts to tlie Abbey of -Saint-neni% toy, 
109, no, t2o, 121, 123. 125, 128,130, 131, 133, 

«3b ‘S'*"# *37# ‘39. *4*. MV; b» 

liCTiption on grave of, 119; tomb of, 107, x jou., 
130, 131. 

Charles II, king of Navariv, +57. 


5 «i 

Cltarles ill of France (Charles the Simple), 120. 

Outles V of France, J50, 157; ooronatlon, 156; 
girta tu tlic Abbey of Suuit-Dvnui, ita, 153, 155, 

Charity VI of France, n6; gifla to the Ab(>i:y of 
Saint-Denis, ita, 130. 

Charles VII of France, mvnrd of, 133. 

Charles IX of France, 150 » 

Charles X of France, coronation of, 132. 

Chillies Martel, representation of, on fifteenth-century 
sltar-piecc, 105; tomb of. (07 #r. 

Charlton, arras ascribed to, 526. 

Chnniay (France), strap-fastening from, 122. 

Charnel, arms ascribed to, 493. 

Charroux (Poitou), dreubtr shape of church at, 3B5. 

Chartbam (Kent), arms and brass of CUITord in 
church, 511. 

Chasses: Abbey of &imt-Dcni«, 105, 107, 108, no^ 
na, 115, 116, n?, ia6, raj, T54 : St, M.mricv 
d’#\gaune (Switzerland), 03. 

Cliatham | Kent), perlbratcd silver spoons from, 124, 

Cliatilloii of CliatlUun-sur-Marnc. family of, 402-3. 

Chaiillon, Miles de, 402. 403 ; dciicciidanu 01*, 403. 

Chawntley, arms ascribctl to, 533. 

Chclicsiypcoi palaeolithic implements, 197,201,303. 
204, 205, ao6. 207, 208, 216, 223. 

ChdltsJkdd. arras taci'ibcd to, 528. 

Cheney, arms of, 507, 

Cheshire, early organization of Uw cbiireh in, 64, 93, 
96 (srv «</*> mtder Churches of the Dotiiesdny 
Survey). 

CltcKsull Down (Isle uf Wight). pcilbraU'd spiani 
fmin, 124. 

Chessmen and c)ics8board, altrihuled to Charlrro.sgnc, 
^3.^ ‘5*. 

Chest, wooden. Abbey of Saint-Deni^ fo8. 

Chcthoin, Ridiord, prior of Leeds (Kent), 373. 

Chevening, arms ascribed to, 336. 

Chichcley, Henry, archbishop of Canterbmy, arms 
of. 4<M. 533- 

Cbidcroft of Lainbvrhurst, arms ascribed to, 478. 

CliUlcndcn, Prior, buildings at Canterbury Cathcclrnl 

by. 447. 448, 455- 

Chilton, arms ascribed to, 537. 

Chinnor, Tliomas, chantry founded by, Abbey of 
Tower Hill, 356: will of, 362- 

Chotfoes n, Sassanian king of Persia, bowl of, 
i\bbcy of Saint-Denis, 134, 123,133. 

Cltrial, ilgures of: in uuuidotla«, 13;; un ivory, 
Berlin Mumuiii, 135; uii (miicI, Aldtey of Saint- 
Denis, 133; nn platu of bi]Hs lazuli, Galcric 
d'Apolion, Paris, 154. 

Cbrioian churches, rock-cut, 175-7. 

Churrlt plate: Abbey of Saint-Denis, loB, 117. 
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Cliurchcs and buildings of rircular shape, 3^4-5' 

rhtircitcs ol ihe Domevla}’ 5urvi:y, Some rrmarkn 
«in Ihc. Illualroting the orgnnixatiun mid develop- 
meitl of llic church. 61-103; abbeys, 61, 62, 6.^ 
na. 69. p, 7x 74. 76, 77» tio'-l* 87, &f, go, 
94 7 ; advowsuiu, 64 ; alien priories, 79, 93, 
103; Benedictine houses^ 93, 94* WI bishops, 
0^; boroughs .as adniinislrativc centres, 66, jn, 
B5, b6, 93; c.TthMlrals, 62, 63, 65: chapels. 
63. 73, 74. 75* ~A ®5. •church', the 

term, 64, 65; chitrrlies allacbctl to berewicks, 
90,9t, 96, 97 ; — held by burgesses and freemeu 
collectively, 86, 87, 88, 9a; — held by owners 
of esUlca, 64. 87, 88, 91, 93, 98-101; — held 
by religioUA houses and ecclcsu-mtics, .w befoiv ; 

— with n» Und alUchcd, 88; chorcbscot, 63, 
70, 74, 95; «dasa ul churciics exempt from 
tnx.ition, 6t, 62; colleges of secular priests or 
canons, 66.67, 79,89,96, to^; crosses asHucuiled 
witli churches, 65, 66, 68; rndowmrnts, 63, 64, 
65- 70. 85. y®. 89. 93. 94. 95. 96, 98, t03 ; hun¬ 
dreds as units of administration, 66, 68, 75, 80, 
8a, 83.84,93; lands attadicd to churches, 62 -4 ; 

— held by priists in their own right, 63, 71, 7a ; 
manorial chttrehes, 63 JT.; minsters, 65 fT. ; mis¬ 
sionary priests, 65; monasteries, 65, 7r, 72, 73, 
81. 84, 85, 95, too; monastic churches, 63; 
mother churches, 63, 63 66, 74, 75, 76, 78, 82, 
8b. 91.95,102; nunneries, 80; oratories, 6^ 66, 
68; parish churcties, 6x 63 66, 67, 68, 73. 84, 
85, 86, 89, go, 97, 101, loa; — in rural districts, 
86 ; paruchi.'il clergy, 63 65; parochi,il system, 
beginning of, 65,77; Peter's pence, 70; priories. 
62 ; proprietary character of church orgauixolioii, 
98 -101; rural deaneries, 66 secular canons, 
A lo, 71, 80, 81, 84, 89, go, 93 loa; town 
ehuichcs, 85, 86 ; vicaragis, loa ; wooden 
cliincbes, too. 

ChurehcB, chaptlries, and places named In 
association with priests;— 

Brdfatrbhirr : Bedford, 90; Clapliani, 6a; 
l^ighton Buzxard, 90; Luton, 90; ’l urvi-y, 62, 

/ter/tsfu'tv • Aldcrm.Tston, 78 ; Ashbuiy, 77 ; 
Basildon, 78; Blcwbury’, 78; Btaa (Bray Wood?!, 
78; Bray, 78; Biightwcll, 78: Brimpton, 78; 
ihicklatni, 77; Buckivbuty, 78 ; BurghHeld, 78; 
ChilUrcy, 78 ; CItolMry, 77 ; (omptrm Beau- 
clionip, 77 , Cookliotn, 78; Dmrhvvortli, 77 ; 
Denfurd. 77 ; Limt lleitdred, 77 ; East lx>ckiiige, 
77; Earingdon, 77; Great Coxwcll, 77, Green- 
Irani, 78; Hannwnad Norris, 78; lluiwell, 78, 
Hinton Wildrist, 77; Hurley, 78; Kintbury, 
77; Lcckhampstead, 78, Ixlcomlie Regis, 77; 
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Little Wittenham, 77; Marchain, 77; Nachc 
dedowne, 78; Nrrrth Motelon. 78: Pnsejv 77: 
Keading, 78; Shottishrooke, 78, Shrivenham, 
77; Sunning, 78; S<wjth Moreton, 78; Sporsholt, 
6i 77; StiulUcId Mortimer, 78; Streulley, 
78; Sniham, 78; Thutchani, 78; W.-illiiigfoi-U, 
78; Wanwgr, 61 77; West llanncy, 77; 

West l lendncd, 77; viniim Waltham. 78; Wl- 
traldtone, 78. 

liuci!n$ghatnshirx; Aylcabury,95; Buckingham, 
95; Haddcnham iNedrehamK 95: North Craw¬ 
ley, St- Eimuii, 95 ; Wing, 62. 

Cambtidgeshirt : Cambridge, 90; Ely Abbey, 
84, 86, 87 : Slielford. 90. 

Cheihirr: Ch€sier—St, Jolin, St. Maty, and 
SL Werburg. 93 : Farndon, 93 
Cornwall: Bodmin (Si. Petrocic), 67; St. Bur- 
yaii, 67 ; St. Constantine, 67; St. Crantock, 68; 
St. Germain, 67; SL Gorait, 68; Sl Kevemr. 
68; St. Mieluusrs Mount, SL Ncols^ 68; 
St.Pieran lor Pcrramabuloe), 68; Sl. Probusi,68. 

DfH/yfJtirt : Barton Blunt, 92; Breadsall, tot; 
Derby, 90; Erkingtoii, loi ; Muggintuii, lot; 
Norbuiy, toi ; Sandiacre, 92 ; .Shirley, ga; 
Smlbniy, 92; SnUnn-nn-the-Hiil, cp. 

Dfvonsbtrr: Axminster, 68; Bmunton, 69; 
Bucktastirigh, 68; Collumpton. 69 ; Colyton, 69; 
Ciediton,68 ; Exeter—St. I-aurencc, Sl Mary of 
tin; Caatle, St. Olavr;, Sl Peter, and St. Stephen, 
bg; Exminster, 68; Ilartiand (or Nccuuis 
Stoke), 68; Instow, 6g; Kerawcll, 69; Pinhoc, 
69; Plynipton, SL Peter, 69; SL Matychurch, 
69; Sidbury, 6a, 6g; Soulii MoUoti, 68; Tavi¬ 
stock, 68; Woodbury, 61 M., 69; Vealiiiptotubg. 

Darxi: Abbfitsburjf, /t ; I 3 c.iminjiter, 71 ; 
Bcrc 72; Btldimrt, 71; Burton Braii- 

stuck, 71 i Cernc, 71; Cluinniiistcr, 7t; Cran- 
boume, 71; Durcheeter, 72; East Chaklon, 72 ; 
Elect, 72: Gillingham, Sl Mary, 7*; Horton, 
71, Milum, 71; Puddletown, 72; Shaittxbury 
Abbey, 62, 71, 72; Sherborne, 71; Wareham, 
St. Wandrille, 72; Whitciniixh Canonicornm, 
71 ; WImborno, 71, 73; Winfrhh Newburgh, 
72; Ydminsirr, 71. 

JEW*.* Colchcder, St. I*cter. 83 84 ; Dunion, 
84: EaiL Colne, 84; 'Great Itallingham, 84; 
Greenstcad, 84; lladstock, 62, 84; llnlficld 
Bfuadoak. ^ ; I lorndcn on llic I lilt, 84 ; Ungar, 
84: Prittlewell, Biy; South BmnetL Sl Mary, 
84; Stiflbrd, 85; Strelhall, or Strrelhall, 62; 
Writllc, 84. 

Clottcciltr:tltuY : Boxwcll, 95, Uriiitpedield, 95 , 
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Bristol, 95 : Cheltenham, 64; Cirencester, 95; 
Deerhurst, 95: Fairford, 100; Frampton Cot- 
terel, 6r 100 ; Gloucester—St. Oswald, 94; 
St. Peter’s Abbey, 95; Horsley, 95; Kinley in 
Nimpsfield, 95; Newent, 95; Salperton, 100; 
Stanway, 95; Swindon (Svintone), 100 ; Tetbur}^ 
95; Tewkesbury Abbey, 95; VVestbury on Trym, 
95; Winchcombe Abbey, 95. 

Hampshire; Allington, 74; Alresford, Old 
and New, 75; Alton, 75-6; Anne, 76; Ashe, 
76; Avington, 75; Barton, 74//.; Barton Stacey, 
75 ; Basingstoke, 76; Bedhampton, 75 ; Bishop’s 
Sutton, 75: Bishop’s Waltham, 75; Boarhunt, 
75; Botley, 74, 99; Breamore, 62; Bramley, 
76; Brockenhurst, 74; Broughton, 74 «. ; Bud- 
dlesgate, 74 n .; Bullington, 76 ; Buriton, 75 ; 
Chalton, 75; Chilbolton, 74; Chilcomb, 74; 
Chilworth, 74; Christchurch, 74; Church Oakley, 
76; Clatford, 76; Clere, 76; Cliddesden, 76; 
Compton, 74 n. ; Corhampton, 75; Crofton, 75; 
Crondal, 76; Crux Easton, 76; Dogmersfield, 
76; Dummer, 75; East Dean, 74 ; East Meon, 

75; Easton, 75; Eling, 74; Ellesfield, 75; 
Exton, 75 ; Fareham, 75 ; Fawlay, 74 ; 
Fifield, 76; Fordingbridge, 74; Froxfield, 75; 
Froyle, 76 j Good worth, 7^ J Hambledon, 62 j 
Hannington, 76; Hatch Warren, 76; Head- 
bourne Worthy, 99; Hinton Ampner, 74; 
Hordle, 74; Houghton, 74 ; Hound, 75; 
Hurstbourne Priors, 76; Hurstbourne Tarrant, 
76; Kingsclere, 76; King’s Sombourne, 74; 
Laverstoke, 76; Littleton, 74 «.; Lockersley, 
74 Lomer, 75; Longparish, 76; Maple- 
durham, 75; Medstead, 75; Moreshead, 74;/.; 
Mottisfont, 74; Nether Wallop, 74; Netley in 
Hound, 74; Newton Valence, 76; North Bad- 
desley, 74: Nursling, 74; Odiham, 76; Otter- 
burn, 74, 99; Overton, 76; Over Wallop, 74; 
Penton Grafton, 76; Penton Mewsey, 76; Pole- 
hampton in Overton, 76; Prittleworth, 74 h. ; 
Quarley, 76; Ringwood, 74; Romsey Abbey, 
72 ; St. Faith, 74 n. ; St. Mary in the Field, 75 ; 
Selbourne, 75; Sherborne St John, 76; Shipton 
Bellinger, 74; Shirley in Millbrook, 99; South¬ 
ampton, 74 ; South Stoneham, 74 1 Sparshold, 
74 n. : Steep, 75; Stoke Charity, 74 ; Strat- 
fieldsaye, 76,99; Sunworth, 75; Sutton Scotney, 
75; Thruxton, 99; Tichborne, 62; Titchfield, 
61 w., 75; Titherley, East and West, 74 ; 

Tufton, 76; Twyford,75; Upton Grey (Aoltone), 
74, 99; Warnborough, 74, 99; Week, 74 ; 

^^estbury, 75; West Meon, 751 West Tisted, 
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75 ; Wherwell, 76; Willhall in Alton, 75 ; Win¬ 
chester, 72, 74; Winnal, 74/1.; Wonston, 75; 
Worthy, 75; Worting, 76; Yateley, 75. 

Herefordshire: Archenfield, 96; Bromyard, 
94, 96; Canon Pyon, 94; Donnington, 94: 
Ewyas Harold, 96; Hereford, 94; Huntingdon, 
94; Ledbury, 94; Leominster, 94; Little Here¬ 
ford, 94: Lulham in Eaton Bishop, 94; Moore 
near Hereford, 94; Moreton, 94; Preston Wye, 
94; Withington, 94; Woolhope, 94. 

Hertfordshire : Aspenden, 99 ; Barley, 97 ; 
Bengeo, 99; Benington, 98; Boreson in Little 
Hormead, 97; Braughing, 96; Buckland, 99; 
Eastwick, 98; Hitchin, 96; Hormead, 99; 
Meesden, 99; St. Albans Abbey, 62, 77, 96; 
— churches of St. Michael and St. Stephen, 62; 
Sacombe,98; Studham,98; Walkern, 99; Ware, 
98; Watton, 99; Welwyn, 96; Wyddial, 97. 

Huntingdonshire: Houghton, 64; Huntingdon, 
90; Ramsey Abbey, 62. 

Kent; Acres, 83; Allenton, 100; Allington 
in Hollingbourne, too; Barham, 83; Bishops- 
bourne (Burnes), 83; Bonnington, 83; Boughton 
Aluph, 83; Buckland, 83; Canterbury—Christ¬ 
church, 65; St. Augustine, 82; St. Martin, 62; 
St. Peter, 65; Chatham, 83; Chislet, 83; Dart- 
ford (Tarentefort), 82; Dover, 65, 83; East 
Farleigh, 83; Elham, 83; Folkestone, 65, 83; 
Frinstead, 100; Gillingham, 83; Harrietsham, 
100; Hoe, 65; Hoo St. Werburg, 83; Leeds, 
100; Lyminge, 65, 83; Maidstone, 83; Milton 
Regis (Middeltune), 82; Minster, 83; Monkton, 
83; Norton, 83, 100; Petham, 83; Reculver, 
65,83; Rochester, 05; Sellinge, 83, 100; Shep- 
pey, 65 ; Southminster, 65; Stoke, 83; Street 
in Lympne, 83; Sturry, 83; Tonge, 100; Up- 
minster, 65; Wye, 83. 

Lancashire: Blackburn, 61 h. ; Manchester, 
6r «., 98; Preston, 98; Walton-on-the-Hili; 98; 
Winwick, 98. 

Leicestershire: Bitteswell, loi; Huncote, 101; 
Knaptoft, loi; Leicester, 90; Market Bosworth, 
loi; Melton Mowbray, 91, 101; Ratby, loi ; 
Swepstone, lor. 

Lincolnshire: Blyborough, 92; Bourne, 92; 
Bracebridge, 62; Clee, 62; Crowland Abbey, 
62; Glentworth, 62 ; Grantham, St. Wulfran, 
89; Lincoln—All Saints, St. Laurence, St.Marj-’s 
Cathedral, and St. Peter, 89; Marton, 62; North 
Carlton, 92; Pickworth, 92; Rauceby, 92; 
Ringstone, 92; Stamford, 91; Stow St. Mary, 89; 
Thorpe, 92; WelUngore, 89; Willoughby, 91. 
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Middlesex: London, St. Paul’s, 84; Staines, I 
96 ; Westminster Abbey, 82, 84, 94, 96. ! 

Monmouthshire: Monmouth, 94. 

Norfolk: Elmham, 85, 86; Hempton, 87; 
Letton, 87; Norwich, 86; Shereford, 87; 
Shottesham, 88; Stoke Holy Cross, 88; Swan- ^ 
ton (Tuanatuna), 87; Thetford, 86. 

Northamptonshire: Bamack, 62; Earls Barton, 
62; Northampton, 90; Peterborough Abbey, 89; 

St. Mary de la Pr6 Abbey, 62; Stamford, 

St. Peter, 91. 

Nottinghamshire: Carlton in Lindwick, 92; 
East Markham, 92; Granby, 91 ; Newark, 90; 
Orston, 91 ; Rampton, 92; Southwell, 89. 

Oxfordshire: Bensington, 95; Dorchester 
Abbey, 95; Eynsham Abbey, 89, 95; Heading- 
ton, 95; Oxford—St. Fridesnnde, St. Michael, 
and St. Peter, 95. 

Rutland: Hambleton, 91; Oakham, 90; 
Ridlington, 91. 

Shropshire: Morville, 93; North Lydbury, 
93; St. Mary Broomfield, 93; Shrewsbury — 

St. Alkmund, St. Chad, St. Juliana, St. Mary, 

St. Michael in the castle, St. Milburg, and 
St. Peter’s Abbey, 93; Stoke St. M ilborough, 

93 ; Stottesden, 93; Wroxeter, 93. 

Somersetshire: Athelney, 69, 70; Bath, 69; 
Bedminster, 71 ; Cannington, 70; Carhampton, 

70 ; Chewton Mendip, 71; Congresbury, 71; 
Crewkeme, 70; Curry Rivel, 70; Frome, 

St. John, 71; Glastonbury, 62, 69, 71, 72; 
Ilchester, 71; Ilminster, 70, 71 ; Keynsham, 71; 
Kilmersdon, 71; King’s Brompton, 70; Long 
Ashton, 71; Milverton, 70; Muchelney, 69; 
North Petherton, St. Mary, 70; .St. Mary 
‘ Warverdinestoch ’ (or Stogumber), 70; South 
Cadbury, 71; South Petherton, 70; Stoke 
St. Mar)’, 70; Taunton, 70, 71; Wells, 69. 

Staffordshire: Hanbury, 94; Lapley, 94; 
Lichfield, 93; Penkridge, 93; Tattenhall, 93; 
Trentham, 94; Tutbury, 94; Wolverhampton, 
93 - 

Suffolk : Aldeburgh, 86; Alteston in Trimley, 

87 ; Battisford, 88; Baylham, 88; Blythborough, 

85; Braiseworth, 87 ; Bucklesham, 87 ; Bungay, 
86, 87 ; Bury St. Edmunds, 86, 88; Chepenhall, 

87; Clare, St. John the Baptist, 85; Clopton, 

88; Coddenham, 86; Cotton, 87; Creeting 
St. Peter’s, 88; Culpho, 87; Debenham, 86; 
Dunwich, 86; Elmham, 88 ; Eye, 85; Helming- 
ham, 88; Hoxne, 85; Ipswich, 85, 86; Kenton, 
87; Loud ham, 87 ; Melford, 85; Mendham, 85, 
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88; Mutford, 87; Rendlesham, 87 ; Ring.sfield, 
87; Ringshall, 88; Rumburgh, 88; Saxham, 
88 ; Stoke, 85 ; Stonham, 86, 87, 88; Sudbury, 
85; Thetford, 85; Thorney, 86; Thornham, 87 ; 
Wantisden, 87; Westley, 88; Weston, 87; 
Weybread, 88; Willingham, 87 ; Wissett, 85; 
Worlingham, 87. 

Surrey: Ash, 61 «.; Bentley, 82; Bermond¬ 
sey, 82; Betchworth,ioo; Bramley, 82; Chertsey 
Abbey, 8r; Chobham, 81; Compton, 82; Elsted, 
82; Epsom, 8r ; Farnham, 82; Frensham, 82; 
Godaiming, 82, 102; Kingston, 82; Leather- 
head, 82; Long Ditton, 82; Malden, 82; Peters¬ 
ham, 82; Seal, 82; Southwark, 82; Titsey, 100; 
Sutton, near Cheam, 8r; West Horsley, 82 ; 
West Moulsey, 100; Wisley, 100. 

Sussex: Aldingboume, 79; Annington, 79; 
Arlington, 62 ; Arundel, St. Nicholas, 80 ; Ash- 
burnham, 80; Barcombe, 8r ; Bamham, 80; 
Battle Abbey, 69; Bedingham, 80 ; Bexhill, 80 ; 
Bignor, 80; Binderton, 79; Bishopstone, 62 ; 
Bosham, 79; Boxgrove, 79, 102; Burpham, 80; 
Bury, 80; Chichester, All Saints in the Pallant, 
81; Clayton, 81 ; Climping, 80 ; Compton, 80 ; 
Coombe, 79; Eastergate, 80; Falmer, 8i; Felp- 
ham, 80; Filsham, 61; Hamsey, 81; Hazel- 
hurst in Ticehurst, 81 ; Henfield, 80; Hurst- 
monceaux, 80; Hurelpierpoint, 81; Keymer, 
81 ; Lyminster (or Nonneminster), 80, 102; 
Middleton, 80; Mundham, 81; North Stoke, 
80; Pagham, 80, 81; Patching, 80; Plumpton, 
81; Poynings, 81; Preston, 80 ; Saddlescombe 
in Newtimber, 8r ; Salehurst, 81; Selsey, 81 ; 
Singleton, 79; Slindon, 80; South Mailing, 
St. Michael, 80; South Stoke, 80; Steyning, 
79, 102; Stoughton (Estone), 80; Street, 81; 
Tangmere, 80; Udimore, 81; Walberton, 80; 
Warminghurst, 79; Wartling, 80; West Hamp- 
nett, 79; Willingdon, 80; Wiston, 79; Wood- 
mancote, 80; Woolbeding, 8r. 

Wanvickshire: Coventry, 62, 92; Kirkbury, 
95 ; Monks Kirby, 95. 

Wiltshire: Aldbourne, 73; Alderbury, 73; 
Avebury, 73; Bedwin, 73; Bradford on-Avon, 
62, 72 ; Bremhill, 62 ; Britford, 73; Bromham, 
73; Burbage, 73; Caine, 72; Chippenham, 73 ; 
Collingbourn Duels, 73; Combe Basset, 73; 
Corsham, 73; Damerham, 72 ; Downton, 72 ; 
Enford, 72; Hasclbury, 73; Heytesbury, 73, 102; 
Highworth, 73; Hill Deverell, 102; Honingsham, 
102; Knook, 102; Malmesbury Abbey, 62, 72; 
Melksham, 72; Mere, 102; Nether Avon, 72; 
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P<<wacy, 73; PcWRbsin, 73; RiimsIiUry. 73; 
Rxwhull, 73 i SheiTst^in Magna, 73; isoincrfonJ 
K«‘ynr», 6 u: Sunning, i«a ; Tilln lingloii, loa; 
WeMhnry, 73 ; WiloMC, 73 r WiiUm Abbey, 0 $. 

7a ; WinchrKUr, Su SAlthun, 72; VViiiterbuum 
Stukc, 73; Worttion Riv-ers, 73. 

U'orrfsffrs/n'rrT Al«li.nniiisier,<>4; Alverlitifrh, 

96: Hereford, 97*».; Bialtiiniplon, 96; Bl<>cklry, 
94.96; Urciton, 9-1; Bromhvny, 97 M. ; Chiircbill, 

96; Chnrcii Ilfmeybuunjc. 97 ; Church l^nch, 

97 M.; Cllw, 96: Cnnibcrton, 97 n. ; Cropthnm, 

96; Cutadcan, 96: Dmitwich. 6j 97 w.; 
EsTiiixton in Umdridge, 96; Kvcsliuin Abbey, 
0^94,97; 1* bidbury, 94 : Grem Mairern Abbey, 

94; Hanbury, 94, 96; Hnrtlchury, Ink- 
berrow, 96; Krinpscy, 94; KiddcrminatfT, 94.; 
Lapworth, 96 ; l.ongdon, 97 w. ; Mnlhon, 97 n. ; 
NafToi'd in ifirlinghain, 97 «.; Pershore, 63, 94, 

96, 97; Ripple, 9O; Ruua Lcnch, 96; Sedge- 
berruw, 96; Scvernstolce, 97 ; S;ok<: 1‘rlor, 96 ; 
Tredinglun, 96; Wolvrrley, 96; W<jr€csicr, 

94r 9^ 

Ypfinhirf i Appb'tuii Ic Street, 98 w. : Barton 
le Sired, 98 ; BeverUy, 97; Everlcy, 98; 

Feathcfatwiic, 97; GiDing, 98 ; ] lackncss. 98 ; 

rieminghornugh, 97 1 1 lovinshain, 98 «.; How- 
den, 97; Kirkhy ^^cel^laJn. 61 ; Kirkdak*, 

98 »f.; LAaUngltAm, 98 Old Uyluiul, 98; 
Ripon, 97; Selby Abliey, 97; Sherbum, 97: 
Stanwirk, 61 M. ; Sufflcld, 98 J Wakefifid. 97 ; 
Whitby (or Ijstingham), 97; Whulcy, 97; 
York — All Saints, Chriatclnnxh (later Holy 
Trinliy), Holy I rinity, Minatcr, Su Andrew, 

St. Croat, Sl Cuthbert, St Martin, St. Mary, 
.ind St. Olavc (or St. Mary), 97, 

Religious houses and ecclesiastics Imlding 
clturdtes and L-unls: Aluieneschcs Abbey, 80; 
Amesbu/y.c\bbey(Wilts.). 73.77: Atlicincy Abbey 
(Som.), €a; Bath Abbey (Sont.). 62; Battle 
Abbey (Suanex), 08, 69; Bayciix, hiahop of. 

Os, 82, 83; Bury St Edmunds (Suffolk^ abfwt 
of, 86 ; Ctantcrbury, arvltbiahop of Os, 80,81,8^ 

83,66 : — St, Augustine's, abbot of 82; Chcrtscy 
Abbey fSuirey), 81 ; Cheater, bishop of 70, 77 ; 
Chichester, bisitop of 62, 79 ; tomcillca Abbey 
(Fratux), 99; Coutances, bishop of 6a, go; 
Cmwiand Abbey (Linca.), 6a; Dorrhesler, bishop 
of 95; Durham, hiahop of 62, 78,97; -- monks 
of 92; Ely Abbey (Csmb*..f 62, 84, 86, 87; 
Evedutn Abbey (Wore.), 63. 94, 97; Exder, 
bialiup of 62, 6^ 69, 79; Eynaham Ablmy 
(Oxnn.), 95; Fecamp Abbey (France), 79; Gla*r 
Vul- IJCVI. 4 
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lonbury /\bbey (Snm,), 6a, 7a; Grestnin Abbey 
(Normandv),8o: nrnpfonl,eiinonaof,94: Horton 
(Dotsell. 7a; Jiiinitices AhlM;y (Fnutce), 71, 73; 
(.essay .\bbcv (France). 79: I.lncoln, bWtop of, 
95; Uaiciix, bishop of 6a; lAmdoii, bishop of 
63,84: — St. Paul’s, canons of 84; Malmesbury 
Abbey (Wills.), 6a, 72; Malvern Ablx-y, Great 
(Wom)i 9.1 ; Mmika Kirby Priory (Warwicka.), 
95: Mont St- Michel Abbey (Normandy). 69, 

77 j Muchclney(Som.),62; Persliore Monastery 
(Wore.), 94, 97; Pcturboiough Abbey, 89; — 
iiisltop of 62; Ramsi-y Abbey (Hunts.), 6a; 
Rochester, bishop of 83; Ronihcy Abbey (Hants), 
7a; Sl. Albans Abbey (lletLs.), 62, 77, 9*^; 
St.Mnry dcia PfdiNorth.mts), 6a; Si. Michael's 
MounI (Cornwall), abbey of 61 ; St. Niclmlaa of 
Angers (France), 6a; St, Stephen of Caen 
(France), 70; Su Wandrillf Abbey, near Rouen 
(France), 71, 73; Sarwbury, biahop of 71, 7a, 
77, 78, 89; Shatteslmi7 Abbey (DorMl), 62, 72; 
Thnmcy Abbey (Cambs), 90; Weaiiiiiusicr 
Abl»ey, 8a, 84,94,96 : Wherwrll Ahhey (Hants), 
76; Wilton Abbey (Wilts.), 6 a, 7a ; Winclieater, 
bishop of 6a, 7a, 74, 8a j — monks of 74 : 
— prior ol St. Swithun’s, 73; Worcester, bishop 
of 62, 63: — .ibbot of St. Mary’i, 94; York, 
archbishop of 74, 95. 

Cifrcwast, arms ascribed to, 508. 

Cinque l*orts, .irms of 46a, 464. 

Ciatcrciait Abbey of Tower Hill (Su Maiy Graces): 
art London. 

Cintcrcinii Order in England, 353 If 

CInirr, Qalefroy dc. uf Huy In the Lower Lorraine, 
enamelled work liy, 140. 

Claiivowe, arms ascribed to, 51a. 

Cht))luiin, A, W.- On the T<»pogT»phy «J the Cister¬ 
cian Ab!>cy of Tower Hilf 353-64. 

Clare, .arms of, 4B9, 499. 

Clare, Elimbeth de Bni^, countess of 423; docu¬ 
ments relating to, 408; fountlruss of Clare 
College, Cambridge, 434, 408, 429; will, 428. 

Ciaixnrc, Lionel, duke of 422. 

Clarence, Margaret Holland, dudicss of 458. 

Clarence, niomas, duke of (son of Henry IV), 
arms of 458, 491, 495. 5*6, 55a. 555 ; cHigy of 

537 

CUurevaux. arms ascribed to, 494. 

Clwidiui, coins of, London, 240, 370. 

Clawring, arms ascribed to, 503. 

Clay objects: list cirvular clay luould, with an erotic 
subject, site of Su MartinVIe-Grand, Lunduii, 
240; hMd of a pipe-cisy sUsliirlte of Venus, 
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St. Mnrlin’u lt'-Grjiml, Loiidim, 24I ; j>0ltery. 
St. MartiiiVIe'Gnind, xt8-6:2. 

ClAytofi (SU&SC.X). renuinA Siixoit vr(ttk in ciiuivll 
At, 81. 

Clempnl 111 , Po{m;, reliquary made by, T53; irliquaiy 
of the erwM of, 155 ». 

Clifford, armn of, 499, 500, 511, 517, 524, 542,5411, 
55», badge of, 300. 

Clifford, .Min, Lord, amtA aflcriheil to, 500. 

Clifford, JoImi dc, ol Kllingh.xm, aral of, 501. 

Clifford, Lewi» de, arms of, 511. 

Clifford, Richard, buhop of London, 511; arm* of, 
514. 521,537 ; seal of, as ardtdeacon of Cantn^ 
b«i 7 , 5 ^ 4 , 5 **' 

Clifford, Robert, of Bobbing, anus of, 511, 521; 
brass of, 521. 

Clinton, Jolin, Lord, arms aarribiil to, 478. 

Cilnioii, Sir Wllliain, Lont, arms ascribed tn, 478, 

5 » 5 - 

Clinton. William dc, seal of, 508. 

Clilhemr, Richard, of Goldstanton In Ash, anna and 
brass oC 3(0. 

Clodoinir, tomb of, 107 ». 

Cloptou, arms of, 505. 

Clotolrc II, 135. 

Clouaton, Mr, flint liuplcmcou discovered by, 216. 
Cnut, King, 390; munoalcrica iu lime of, 85. 
Cobham. arms ascribed to, 488, 490, 491, 5114 537. 
Cobhain of Beluncle, arms of, 470. 

Cobham of Blackburgli, arms of, 470. 

Cobliaro of Cluiffurd, aims of, 471X 
Cobham of Cohham, arms lif, 472, 515. 

Cobham of Rundalc, arms nf, 470, 473, 490. 

Cobham of Sterborougb, 509; nmis ascrilied to, 470, 
488,49a 

Cobham, C. L>., 178, t8o. 

Cobham, Sir .|ohn, 480 ; oruta of, 470, 

Cobham, Sir Robert, ormit ascribed to, 486. 

Cobham, Sir Thomas, arms ascrihed to, 470. 

Cobham (Kcrrtl, arms of the Dcbipolcs on brasses in 
church at. 47a. 487. 

Cock, Dr. F. W., owner of manuscript relating to 
the heraldry in the cloisters of Canterbury 
Cathedral, 45a 453 «-• 4<»3 ^ 

Cockcrhumi Fsrm, near Shoichani (Kent), palaeo¬ 
lithic and culilliic inipicmenu iVom, 213, 214. 
Cockfirid, arms ascrilMrd to, 490^ 3OU, 51I. 

Coflins: terra-cotta, from Snlamis {Cyprus), 185; 
wooden, of Archbishop jiwtns, ^ AuMin's, 
Canterbury, 398 9; of Archbishop Laurence, 
Sl Austin’s, Canterbuty*, 39b-7- 
Coins! Icwisli, Second Revolt of the Jews, Loudon, 
UfO, 241. ILumuir-Antoninus flua, 240; Clau¬ 


dius, London, 340, 370; Oomithin, London, 
240, 265: Fauslinn I, Luiidun, 370; Marcus 
Auidlus, London. 248: Nero, I.ond(>n, 340: 
'rraioii, London. 240; Vnlrntlnian 1 , Mndon, 
340; V'ictorinus, l.xindon, 240, 

CoIrhrsUT lEosex): monastery of St. John at. 386; 
bequest to, by John dc V’cer, ijlh earl of Oxfiird, 
280, 3Tft; stuff depoBtU-d in tin: inotiaatrry I>c- 
lotiging to the earl of Oxford, a8fi, 303; 347,348. 

Coll*, WUlIam, the nntlquaiy, 42a. 

Colcpcpcr, arms of, 478, 495. 53ll"4®* 

Colcpcpcr, John, 495; arms of, 474. 

Colvpeper, Tliuiuiui, seal of, 495. 

Cotepeper, Sir William, altar-tomb and arms of, 548. . 

Colkin, John, amis and brass nf, 511. 

Colkin, William, of Colkin, arms of, 511. 

Colley, John, arms of, 484, 498. 

Colley, Robert, arms of, 484. 

Collie IVlory (Fasex): bequests to, by John de Veer, 
13th carl of Oxford, 277-80, 284, 285,293. 297, 
31T, 312, 317; stuff depnaiud in tlic priory 
belonging to the earl of Oxford, 387-9, ^t» 

301, 320-3. 327,3;^; tomb of the carl of Oxford 
and of Margaret his wife. 270-8, 310, 314. 

Cutne vidtcy. gravels of Lite. 202, 209. 211, 213, 216, 
33a 

Cologne iGcrmany), Byz.intinc crosses at, 153. 

Coloign, arms ascribed to, 4tA 

Culumbcrs, iimia of, 481, 515 

Colvile, John, arms aacribcJ U>. 511. 

Comber, II. G„ 401 n. 

Comtnoni. Prof., 2tb «. 

Compiqtne (France), widarium of Christ ih*poailed 
at, by Clurlimtogiic, 130. 

Compton (SutTcyk remains of fsaxiui work in cliurcli 
at, 82. 

Comyn, nmia of, 460, 5141 545 . 547> 55A 

Couder, C. k., tSk 

Cnningshoniiigh, Rirliard of * so* Cambridge, earl o£ 

Conques (France): cnamrla on a jwrtatlle, cirventli 
century, 138; golden icntb-^iiury statue of 
St. Foy, 146. 

Conrad 11 , crown of, 146, 147. 

Consubtc, amis Hocrihed to, 521. 

Constance (Gcrmanyj, brass In the cathedral to 
Robert Malluni, bishop of Salisbury, 536. 

Cuiistaniinc iIk* (jrcat, bust of, 157 ; gifl to St T’eter's, 
Rome, 123. 

Consiandnople, 141, 143; armB oQ 463, 550; ina- 
sures looted from, 152, 15$. 

Conway, Prut R. S., 122 a. 

Conway, Sir W. Martin: The Abbey of Salnl-Deuls 
uid its atK-.ieiit ttvaaurca, 103-58. 
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Cooke, Dr. WHlIism, rxeartor of will of John dc Vtcr, 

T3th earl of Oaford, 287, 318 
Copenhagen, eimmdled ewer at. 136. 

Copper-gilt objects: chosses. Abbey 01 Saint-Denis* 

X07, 117; cvluiiiii supporting a wooden cross. 
Abbey of Saiat-Dcnia, 107. 

Corb)’, amia of, 475. 

Corby, Robert tie, arma nC 475- 

Corey, John, CiaUnxian fhapel (buntlril by, at Tower 

I I'll, 353. 3 fio 

Corh8nt]>ion (Hants), remains of Saxon wmli in 
church at, 75, 

Cornwall, Sir John (afterwards Baron Fanhojie), 
arros asadti^i to, 457, 354. 

Cornwall: crosses In, as resting-places and places of 
prayct, 66 , 68; i:arly urganixaiiuii uf the cliurcli 
in, 64, 67, 68 |«v o/m undrr Churches uf thr 
I>omc«day Snrvryj. , 

CoM:nton (or Cossington), of Cosenton in Aylrsford 
(Kent), arras ascribed to, 48*. 501, 526. 536. 
Cossington, juhn, sltield on brass of, 48-2. 

Coucy, Knguerrand dc, 409. 

Coucy, William de, 403. 

Conpland, John de, 4T4, 

Connenay, arms of, 460, 467, 471-4, 476, 484, 504, 

506, 516,521, 526, S 54 : badge of, 493, 

Courtenay of Powderhom, arms of, 482, 486. 

Courtenay, Sir Edward, anus of, 4O0, 554, 

Courtenay, Sir Hugh, arras of, 47J, 474, 484. 

Courtenay, Sir Peter de, arms ascrilted to, 474; seal 
of, 4 ^ 4 - 

Couitcnay, Hiilip de, arms of, on sea). 482. 

Courictuiy, William, archbishop of Canterbury, arms 
"f. 455, 4 ' 5 '>» 463-3, 46^ 47^; bequest for 
reconstruction of cluistera at Canterbury, 447; 
legatees, 448, 468,- 474, 477, 495, 502. 505, 514, 

5*5. will and executors, 447, 448, 455. 468, 

475. 4 lto. 5 » 4 , o« 5 . 536- 
Cnicy, bottle of, 409. 

Crespi, V., tgo. 

CresscI of Krogual, arms of, 451. 

Crevequer, H,imo de, arm* of, 533. 

Crey, arms ascribed to, 53a 

Crioi (or Keriel), 476; arms of, 473, 500, 502, 328, 

535 - 

Crioi, Bertnun de, arms of, 302, 

Crcjiucr, Sir WUliain. of Tunstall, amis ascribed to, 

468. 

Cmmwoll of rntshall, arms .iscrihed to. 198. 

Crosby, arms of. 473, 500. 

Crosses: Byzaminc. 152-3: Celtic. lUtiMii. and 
Siixuii, 06 ; os rcsling-plncca and plACi-.s of 
prayer, 65, 66, 68 ; foot n/^ twelfth Ci-nlury, 

4 ta 
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St. Oroer Mum-uiu (Frainie), t4or of gold ,nnd 
emeralds from the Holy Land, 436, 434; of 
Vcllctri, 138 ; SohykofT, ilic, Victoria arid Alliert 
Museum, 138; fahle'CTfws in the cotlicdtal, 
Lliubuig-on-lhe-Lahn (Germany), 153; the true, 
fragment of, set in gold, 426. Sitr ttltto untttr 
Saint-UenU. Abbey of. 

Crouch (or Atcrouch), aims assigned to, 536. 

CnmchiKick, Edmund, 459. 

Crowns : dcdiV.ition of) 146; funeral. 147: Imperial, 
145-8; ' La Sainte Couroiinc147 9; of Charle¬ 
magne, 147; of Ciiarlea the Bald, T33; of 
St. Louis. 147, 148. 150, 155: of (he kings of 
France, 145; Visigothic, 145; votive. 147. 

Crucifixes, Abbey of Saint-Denis. 106, 113, 117. ta8. 
153, i53n.; 'talking cnicifix*. (14, 149. 

Crucifixion, repousde group of tlic, on book-cover in 
Uic Louvre, 138. 

Cnmdalc (Hunts.), pcrfnmled spoon b'otu, 124. 

Ctystal , bottle. Abbey of Saint-Denla, 14a; bowl. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 144; chalicea, in ibe 
Louvre, 144; ewers, of the tenth century, in 
llu- Lnuvrr, 137; reliquary, Abbey of S.iinl- 
Denis, 156; — of the ninth century, British 
Museum, 137; vases, FalimiU.-, Abbey of Saint* 
Denis, 142 i vessels. Abbey ttf Saim-Dctiis, 141. 

Cumbw^ll Priory (Kent), charters of, 179, t9» 

Cup, clay, Komou, from site of St. Martin’s-le-Grand, 
fxmdon, 25X 

Cnrlc, James on Roman rBmniirs in Britain, 237, 
239/1.. 244, 262. 

Curteix, unns of, 522, 523, 531, 

Cuiteis, Reginald, .arms and seal of, 522. 

Culfabeit, St, builds church of St.John the Baptist 
ut Canterbury, 383; preacliing of, 65. 

Cyprus, ruck-suilling mid (omb-arcbitccture i|). during 
the Graeco-Roman omipatbn, 159-78; quarries, 
and mode of working, 159-63; tombs: Amathus, 

163, j66, 170, 186, 193; Dali, 178; Kbryso- 
kava, near Kyreuia, 160; Latiibousa, cliapd 
of Achctropoicloa, 175-7; Larnaca (Kitiuii), 

164, 169-73, 178. 186, 187; — shrine of the 

Phtmeromdnl, 169-71, 184-6; — TitrabI 

Teke, 187 ; Latnaco. t>ld, 189; Paphos. 167-9, 
175, 178; Puli, ' Kokim' tombs at, 164, 165. 177, 
178; Politiko, 18a, 190 ; Saiamra (Enkomi). 182, 
184, 185, 19a, 193; — • Prison of St, Catharine *, 
near Famagusta, T71-5. 179-94 (sc« below); 
Taroassos, 163,165,166, 168: Xylotj'inbou, 187. 
' Piboh uf Saint Catiuii iuc* at Suluiiiia, 171-5, 
179-94; archeii, 182, 186, 187; clinmlicro, inner 
nmi outer, 179, t8t, 183-6; comkes, 179, 182, 
183, 186, 188 94 i date ol cnuairuotkni, 171, 185, 
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lyi j d<Kinr4Y, entrance. 172, *80,183, 183, 19^ ; 
Citininirr, (.inrient) J72, 173. 180, 182, 183, 19a. 
tm«Hlrm| 179, i8t, i«M; fiivadr, i8a. 183. 187 9. 

*93; RTOtind Icvi-U .nod rerthods cd con* 
»»ln»ction, 193; Jintul, »8o; plans. 173 4, 183: 
portcullite, Ktuiu-^ •72'-5, 180, 182, 186: ruof. 
vanlled, 171, 185, i8ft; roofslab. 179; iiibbli; 
and cement, nncient. 182-4. ^9^-4; stiiircxsc^ 
*74* »79> »8oy 183: stone, large, 173. 180. 182: 
itieuncs as to use of the building, i8n’ vault, 
semicircular, 173. J79, 182; ‘wrll' or apring, 
180, i8f. 

Cyprus Museum, excavatUmson behalfor, 182,192-4. 

I) 

Oabrrnon, arms ascrilud to, 532. 

Dmria. James Nicholas <l»*, (locm by, in honour of 
Aynjcr dt Vnlnnrr, earl of rcitibroinr. .pi7, 443 6. 

Pacre, Arms asrrilicd to, 518 . 

pBggcrs: I.Atc*Ce|tic, from Cli<:tse.'< (Middx.), 509; 
llcTtfoni Warren (SufTidkl. 569, 570; Thaiut-s 
at Wandsworth (Surrc}7, 569; West DuLklaiid 
iSom,), 369; prc*Konian 'antltroptiid*, fmuid in 
.Southivark iSurrey), asa 

Thtgobcrl, king of itie Fr.tnks, 107. 114, 121, 124, 
126, 149: gifts to the Abbey of Saint*] hrnis, 110, 
115, 119. 127; mande-cUsp 00127; sceptre of, 
120, tjo; dtroiicoi; ttf, 139; tombtd, 105, 109, 
113, 114, 

Uat! fCj-pnis), tombs at, 178. 

Dalingriggr, aims aflcril>c<t to, 472, 530. 

I:iaituii, C). M.. 154 w. 

liaitcs Graves iVorks.), bi'u>>vhes from, 570 2 . 

Itaiiiela, arms ti«uibed to, 498. 

Dunisli crosses, 66. 

Danis]) Mercia: j«e Merrm. 

Dante, on the iiint worthies, 347 n. 

Danyctl, John, executor of will nf John dc V'cer, 13th 
carl of Oxford, 287, 318. 

l>arty, arms ascrib^ to, 491. 

Darcy, Sir Arthur, grant to, of the precinct of the 
Abbey ofTowcT Hill, 356, 358. 

Dartiord (Kent), remrains of Saxon work In cbuicb 
at, 8x 

Davies, RarKixil, collcctiun of )Mlacolithic iniplcuienta, 
302, 208. 

Debenham (Suflfotl:), Saxon tower of dnircli at, 86. 

De Rtirgh, arms of; 490-2, 514, 519, 553-5. 5 /y 
Hlstcr, 

n«'rh<lctlc, on Cautwli pottery. 240 , 241 , 244 . 

Derrhurst (Gioa.), Saxon minMer at. 95. 

I>cincoun, onus ascribed to. 467. 499, 501, 534, 531. 

Dclaboy, amis asrribed to, 505. 


ftelaniare, arms of, 557. 
de la Marc, John, of Kssex, arms of, 509. 
Dcla|ilauchc. arms oacriltcil to, 479. 
l>cla|)olr, arms of, 473, 487. 4^. 513. 514, 526 
I Dc.fajtolr, Sir Joltn, 487 • arms of, 472. 

Drne of Boughton Malhci bc, arms afa:i il^ tts 50B. 
Denis, St,, objects at or ftnm Ihr iMtliey r>f Saint* 
Denis 8asociaU>d wiUi ; altar, 105, ind, tr3, 114, 
115, 118, tut, laS; chalice, 121; coffin, 115; 
(lag, u6; head, 128; Image, 125, 155 ; ink* 

I iiUinl, lat. 122, 124 ; legend of, on scretn, to6; 

pastoral staftj IJ5, it6, i3t ; paten, 124; irtira, 

I lat ; ring, tat ; »cul|)tnres irprescnting martyr* 

I dom of, 107; shrine, 139; staves, tar; tomb. 
126; walking*.Mick, tar. Sm also Saint Dctiis. 
Abbey of. 

Denis, St., of Corinth. vhoAsc of, 107. 

I Denisebum. cross cicct*;d on site of iMitle of, <56. 

I Denmark, anus of. 46a, 55X See Eric. 

fJenmork and .Vorway, Pliilipe, queen of, 458. 

Denny Abbey (Cambs.), fuiuidaiioD and endiia-ntcnt 
I 406 . 4‘.3. 4*5* 447 . 4‘9^. tai 4*9 «*i 430. 

I 433, 433, 435; remains of, 42a; a reshkliec of 
the firtindrcas, 416, 419, 422- 
Dconolus, Govelih^s account of the diacovery t«f, at 
the alib)?y ehurch of SL Auatin, Canterbury’, 
394.397’ 

Dcrby’sliinr. early oiganixation of llte church in, 64. 
90, 93, too, 101 [nfr rtfso Hmitr Cburchea of the 
DonicMlay Survey). 

Deting. John, of Westbrookr, arms nscribeil to, 491. 
Deling, Sir Ricltard, of WesUirooke. arms ascribed 
5^ 

Di raiitgham. Roger tie, 459. 

Dr8|«itcef, arms of, 489. 495. 499. 516, 541-4. 554- 
5iv Glouceatcr. e»irl of, 

Dcapcricrr, Edw.ird, Lord, anna of, 54J. 

Despenrer, Hugh, tin: younger, 489, 

Despencer, Kiclmrd, laird, arms asci ibed to, 542. 
Di’usdedil, archbishop of Cantijrbury, buiying-plxce 
39« -3’ 

Ikvercux. arms a«;ribed to, 511. 547, 548, 556. 
Devvn.’ux, Sir John. Lord, amra of, 547, seal ol, 
547* 

Devisees Muaeiira (Wilts), Inai u|H>kuihave ftinii 
Roniauo Di’ithih aeltlemclit, 241. 

Devon, Tltonuu Holland, feoond tnnl uf, 474. 
Devonshbr, irarly orgAiiizailon of the rhurrh in, 64, 
08, 6y {Mf* aho nmf*r ChurrheA of the Domei«lay 
Survey), SiySklbuiy. 

Dewey, I Icnry, igg, 197, 203; Geological repoit on 
I’xexvAtionu at Kickmansworth (Herta.). 217-24. 
Dcyvill,.arnu ascribed to, 507. 
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UidtliMUii, Willuitn, survcyMr^ciicnd iif rcpairt 
WesliniiiKtrr, x 

DU'iiUfoyi Mnnn., on tbr nf Chxrlemagm', 131 
of Digggcs Cotirt in Barham (Kent), arms 
aacrihed to, 466. 

Dijon (France), circular shape of the church of St. 
Benijotus. 3B5. 

Dike, Rc]{inal(l dc, arms aacritK*d tu, 503. 

Dishtx, clay, from‘'site of St. MartiiiVIcXji'aitd, 
London, 346, 348, 253. 

Doonnenu: accounts of the buisar of the Ciatvrcun 
abbey of Tower Hill, 354 flf.; building accounts 
of the City cliurdics designed by Sir Christopher 
Wreii.t-te; contracts for tomb and grate of the 
tomb of the [.ady Margaret Beaufort, countess 
of Richmond and Derby, 365-76; contrxrt for 
tomb of Henry VII and Queen Ftucabcih, 365; 
contract for tomb of Henry VHl and Queen 
Kathorbic. 365; docuiueuU and records of the 
fouitccutb ccmluiy, 406 n., 407-^; last tcstauieut 
and , inventory uf John dc Veer, 13th eail of 
Oalbrd. 310-48; letters and laat teatameut uT 
Mary de St. Pol, countess of Pembroke, 433-43; 
payments and receipts relating to the tomb of 
the Lady Margaret Beaiifon, by the colleges 
of Chiiat and Sl John, Cambridge, 369^73; 
waidiobe aocmiJiU of Qucai Isabel, 410. 411. 

Dodlngfirld, arma artcritied to, 336. 

iKrget, Waller, of Kent, seal of, 494- 

Dogett. arms ascribed to. 494 

Dolphins, ligumof, in Byzantine art, 133. 

Doinesiiay Survey: st* Ciiurche* of Uic Domesday 
Survey, 

Dominicans: srr Friars Preachers 

Domilian, coin of. London. X40, 265. 

Doriing. Rev. K. E., 308. 4B4 «. 

Dorset, early organization of the chuich tn, 64. 71, 
7a [sM also uttder Churches of the Domesday 
Survey). 

Doublet, Jacquea. ou tJ>e Abbey of S.nnt-Deni«, 103, 
106, Jit, 113. 114, 115, lt<s tso, 125, 126, 127, 
«3>. »33. *3^ '40- ‘4** HB. 149. 

Dover (Kent)^ arms ascrl^d to moitaidcry', 480. 

Drake, C. II., 456. 

Drift period, deposits and linpicmenu of Uic, 196. 
21^3, 205, 206, aoe, 214. ats, 222, 223. 

Druce, G. C., 308. 

Flrury, Sir Robert, execnloi uf will of John dc Veer, 
13th carl of Oaford, 287, 318. 

Dublin Museum : bmnze €tirn»i>-iikt. olijtxlii, 352. 

Duclicsiic, Andre, 402, 403 n, 

Dudley (Jdtlcelioii, ulUt•piece Irom, tTprcaenttng 
legend of St, Giles, 105. 


Duncan, L. L., 447. 

Duiiaun, arehblahop of Cantetbury, dedication of 
church in honour of St. P<.tcj and St. Paul and 
of St. Austin, 389. 

Durham, nionastical church of, imagi* of Our Lady, 
300 M. 

Dymocke, anus ascrib^ 10. 542. 

E 

E.idbal<i, king of Kent, buUda oratory uf Our lotdy 
at Canterbury, 381-3, 387, 390; bniying-placc 
of, 389. translation of remains, 391. 

East .iVnglia, early organization of the church in, 63, 
64, 85-8, 92, lOX 

Cebing^ham, arms ascribed to, 466, 505. 508, 316, 
5a».5a9- 

Edith, Queen, 88, too; arms ascribed to, 552. 

Edmondson, Joseph, Somerset herald, notes of 
heraldry in the cioiaters of Canterbury CatltcdraJ, 
45'> 

Edmund, King, anus or, 48a, 464, 467, 473, 551, 

Edward Uic Black Prince, stiteld on tomb of, 493. 

Edward Urn Confessor, 69, 73, 79, 80, 86, 87,93, 98. 
99, lot, 102; anna of, 462. 467, 551. 

Edward the Eider, reorgniiizotiun of Uh: diujxh under, 
66, 70. 

Edward 1. 404,459- 

Edward 1 i, 404-6, 413 h. 

ICdward HI, 406, 410, 4130., 428; uruia of, 363, 
364; figure of, on seal, 363: foundation uf the 
Cistercian Abbey of Tower Hill by, 353. 

EglcsHeld, Robert dc; (bunder of Queen's College, 
Oafoi U, aii'ua oi, 521. 

Egliofitrld, arms oacribed to, 537. 

Egyptian nrrliilectuir, 187, 189, 190. 191; vxaea, ti8. 

Eieatror, Queen, vase of, 141, 142, 144. 

Eling (llanbi), remains of Saxon work in church at, 

Ellis, Sir Henry, on llie Domesday Survey, 61. 

Elnics, James, account of the condition of the site of 
the old Ocncrai Post Office, St. Mariiii's-lc- 
Graiul, 237. 

Kiinliam tNurfolk), Saxon Insiiupric of, 85, 86. 

Eluy, St., bmliop of Noyon: fame as a gotdsmilli, 
124-6, 128; objects made by, for the Abbey of 
Saint-Denis: clrairs, lai; chasses, 126; chassc 
lor bones of St Denis. ti3«.; gold cioss, 107, 
luy, 125, 12G, 131; jade gonduLi, 126, 141; 
tomb for St. Denio, 136. 

Einpii^e, tile, arms ascribed tu, 549. 

Enuinel wuik. Abbey uf SuiiU-Denia, 117; Ihok. of 
■statuette of Uic Virgin, in the Louvre, 156; 
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Uiok-cnvrrs, MIhn Cathedral and >lunkh 
Library, 138; chosses of Linioges worknuiuiihi|>, 
Abbey of Saint*Deais, 155; i-toiis. Abbey of 
Saint-Denis, 140; cius< of Vclleiri, 138; cm- 
bietosof LvBiigcliiiUun book-cover in the l-nuvrc, 
138: ewer, Copt nhiigrn, 156; medallions on 
Uuccii HIcanor'a \w5e. from the Abbey of Saint- 
Dents, 14a; {loitatile at Conques (France!, *38 J 
njumlpia on sardonyx gondola, from llic Abbey 
of 5Min(-t)enis, 153; St. Andtx'w reliquary at 
Tri-vea. 138; Soltykoff cross, Victoria and <\lbcrI 
Museum, 138, 

Encrc, Jacqttcs, Seigneur d*, 403. 

Engaync, arms of, 467, 476.' 

Engayne. John d*. 409. 

EnghursL ortua ascribed to. yA 

England, wma of, 457-9, 164, 484, 487-9*. 5*9. S^, 
553^ 

Enkumi (Cyprus) t jcee Solamia. 

Enlart, Camille^ on polygaiu! baptisteries, 384. 

Eolith* : Cockcrliural Fanu. near Shoreham (Kent), 
313, 214; Kickuiaimvnrth (ffeits.), 204. 

Eric, king of Denmark and Norw.sy, arms of, 458,554. 

Ermine. \V. <lt, arm* ascribed to, 4B9, 

Eacurea. amts of, 548. 

Eaacii (Germany!, aown of the Emjmess Gisela at, 
146. 147: 

Essex. Henry dc, constable of England, .-irnis ascribed 
»o. 548- 

Essex, early organinition of the cliurcli in, 6.4, 83-5 
(snr o/jw utu/er Churches of the i)omesday 
Survey). Sff Blackmore, Castle Iledinghain,. 
Colchester. Colne, Great Hatlinghom, Grtx-n- 
stead, lladstock, HartA-ich, Ilaificfd Bitnuluak, 
lledingiiam Nuiineiy, Little Horkesley, Saffron 
Walden, St. Osithe’s Abbey, Tlrremhale, VViveu- 
hoc. 

EUicIbcrt. king of Kent; arms of, ^(ai, 481, 550; 
builds church of St. PtiUr and Sc (•aul at 
Canterbury, 377,380. sSt, 383.384,386.388 90. 
396. .398; buiying-jdace of, 389, 

Ethclrcd. King, 7a. 

Elliiopia, arms uf, 46a, 55o>. 

Eu, Alpbotur, cotinl of, luntb of. Abbey o( Saint- 
Dcnia, 117, 

Eugenias, Pope, 63. 140. 

Euotlus, jiortraii by, of Julia, tJaughter of Tlnw, 1^9. 

Evatigrliste, the four, enamelled figtirei of, on book- 
rover in the Louvrr, 138; on cross In the Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 140. 

Evan*, Sir Aittiur:^C>n a Lotc'Celtk' dagger, Itbula. 
and cameo, 5^9-72; paiaeolithic implctiinita 
owned by, aoo. 


E*^os, Sir John, palaeolithic tiiiplcntenta collecteri 
by, 202, 203, 2«6. 

Evcriirgliaro, arms ami tK.-al of, 507. 

Evrringhsm, Thomas de. arms of. 545, y-jtlt. 

Evrciix, .inns of, 40a. 549. 535. 

Evreox, Jeanne d', iii. 

Ewers ; crystal, of the icnlh ceiiluiy, 137 ; silver-gilt, 
of Abbot Sugcr, 142, 143. 

Exeter, Juhn Hulloml, duke of, arms of, 459, 490, 
54 *. 54 *- 

Exeter, Tluunas Resuibrt, duke of, 438. 

EyitaCurJ, arms asrrihed t<>, 480, 

Eyre, arms asdribed to, 558. 

F 

Fanhope' arc Cornwall. Sirjulin. 

Faminghaiu : swr Frenlngham. 

FaatoiJe, Hugh, arms and seal of, 539. 

Faalolfr, Sir John, arms of, 539, 

Fatimitr art, works of, 142, 144. 

Faustina I, coin of, London, 240. 

Faversliam. Thomas de, arms ascribed to, 477. 
Faverstum (Kent), brass of William Thombury, 
vicar. 557. 

Felbriggc, Sir Simon, .irms ascribed to, 518 ; chantry 
of, 515. 

Feilbien, Michel, drawings, pious, and renutrko on 
the rVbbcy of Saint-Denia. 103, 104, 106-8, 110- 
ja, 116, 118 22, 126-8, 130, 131, *4^ 143. 144, 

* 47 - 53 . ‘ 55 - * 57 . 

Ferard, A, O., 262. 

Ferguson, James, on Jcwtsli ftejmlrlircs, 165. 

FcrrcTB of Groby, arm* ascribed to, 465, 500, 518, 
545 - 8 - 

Kerrcni, Robert, of Wem, 458. 

Fcrriercs, Abbot Loup dc, 136. 

Fettrplace, arm* ascribed to, 529. 

Fibulae : set Brooches. 

Fislier, John, bislwip of Rochester, executor to will 
oflhi- IjiJj Margaret Beaufort, 366-72. 

Fllxalan, arms of, 459. 463. 465. 488, 49a. 497, 503, 

5 * 7 - 30 . 5 * 7 . 54 *. 54 *- 55 *- 553 . 555 * 
r itxhernard, amis ascribeij to. 550. 

Filx Chamber, arms ascribwl to, 499. 

Fit? Dering, arms and seal of, 51 l. 
riixpaync, arms of; 480, 496. 502, 312, 534- 
Fiixpaynu, Robert, Lord, arms ascribed to, 332. 
Fitcrulx rt, Robert, chantry founded by,' Abbey of 
Tower Ilfll, 356. 

Fiurwallcr, arras aarrilwi] to, 548. 

Flagons, day, Roman, from siU* of St. MartinVIe- 
Gi and, I^mdon, 252. 
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FtnmbanI, Raiuilfi &<. 

Klandtrs, Margantt, rouiitcss of, gifls to ihu Abbov 
of Salnt-Dmim 155. 

Fleury, Rohaiilt dr, 1 to 124, 153. 

Flint Implements: f.lray’a Inn l.niic, Loiiduo,216: 
Kilims Lnnftley tllrns.l, aid; Rirkmanswortli 
iHcrts.). 195-aod, 211,816.217, 233; Watford 
iHerta.), 3t6. 

Flormcr I’llaly), Archact>Iogicol Museum: wooden 
objects on yoke uf on Egyptian chariot, 350, 

Foggr, Sir Tliomas, arms of, 51a, 530,559; beqtiests 
by. 5 '=»>. 5 ‘ 3 - 

Foiman, anti* aacribral to. 471. 

Fonts, siivcrgilt, 29a. 293. 

Fotheringay (Northantu), a. residence of Mary de 
SL Pol, countess of Pembroke, 414, 416, 428 «. 

Fowler» Rev. Dr. J. T., 40a. 

Fox, Richard, bUhop of Winchester, executor to will 
of the Lady Margaret Beaufort, 366. 

Foxlcy, John de, anas of, 470, 485. 

Foy, St., golden lenlli-cenlury statue of, at Conque* 
(Franni), 146. 

FroniUngham, arras of, 4915. 

France, arms of, 457, 45 ®. 4 ^* 4 ® 7 * 490, 519, 
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Franciscans (Friars Minors!, Ivrainrst to, by Mary de 
St. Pol, countess of Pembroke. 417, 420, 433, 


Frccni.ui. Albert, on the geology of the Rickmans' 
worth district (Herts.), 209. 

Frcningliam (Frenynghain, or Famiiigtiam), John de, 
arrax oC 448. 473.' 475, 4 ®*, 49 ^. 497 i seal of, 
475 - 

Friars- Preachers, bequest to, by M.vy dc St. Pol, 
countess of Pembroke. 417, 434. 

FrogenliiiU, arms ascribed lo, 513. 

Frolasart, 407, 427, 428. 

Fumival, arms ascribed to, 490. 

Fumiva), Thomas Nevlll, Lord, anna ascribetl to. 

477. 

Fygu. Peter, of Fyge Court In Borden.'arms of, 524 
Fyneux, of Kent, arms ascribed to, 496. 


C 

Ganneau, Clermont, 174,186. 

Gardner Collertinn, {dans and drawings of Roman 
dUcovertes In London, 228. 

Gnrrndun, abbot of, grant to, 419- 
Garnet, arms ascribed to, 516. 

Garrard of Sittingbnurnc, anus ascribed to, 485. 
Garter, Order of the: fmimlstiuti of, 406: gold cottars 

uf, 295. 30 »‘ 


Garwinlon, anna ascribed to, 4^76, 

Gascoigne, John, arms ui,crit>ed to, 303. 

Gasmigne, Ricimrd, aniu and brass of, 503. 

Gascoigne, Sir Willinm, Lord Chief Jiislicr, nnna 
as^ljrd to, 503,310, 311. 

Gaveston, Piers, 40}, 

Ccm*cngravingi dc\elopIdcnf of the .srt, 157. 

GeofTroy-DechHuinc, M., 106. 

Geological Museum, Jerroyu Street, London, palaco* 
lithic implements prcw:iilcd by Sir Hugh Bees'or, 
303 , 304. 

Geological ^rvey Map, ait, 21a, 213, 215, 317, 220 

Geology; Colne valley, aoa, 209, 211, 213, 216, 220; 
Rkkmausworlhflicna.l, 196If., 209-21: Swans^ 
combe (Kent), 198, 202,214-16; Thniiics valley. 
212-15, *w-4' 

George, St., arms oscriiicd lo, 463 ; images of, 292, 
294. 3*9, 33«- 

Gcrrard'a Cro» (Budka.). palaeolUbs from, 216 n. 

Gibbes of Devon, nnn» of, 510. 

Gibbes, Walter, arms a»^n^»tl^ to, 309- 

Gilbcrtson, Rev. Lewis, «n htiilding accounu of the 
t.ondun City churches, 9. 

Giles, St. incidcaifci In the legend of, represented on 
a fifteenth-century nitar-piece, 105, 108, 109, tto, 
IT3. IT4. r«5, T31, 134-7, 14*, 147. *49, *5®w- 

Ciscla, Empress, crown of, 146, I47. 

Glass mosaic, on the ‘Cross of St. EloyAbbey of 
Siint-Dcnia, 123. Sfr Crystal. 

Class, stained, at: Ash next Sandwicli (Kent), s'®*; 
Brasted (K»:nl), 516} Hardres, Upper (KentI, 
529; Iloo St. Werburg iKonl). 508; PiuckIcy 
(Kcut), 537; Samt-Dcnis, Alihey of, 139; St 
I'ctcr’a, Canterbury (Kent), 466; SittinglKMime 
(Kent), 308. 

Glastonlmry Abbey (Som.), unn» ascribed to, 351. 

Giotioester, Klmnor Buhuti, dticht:aa uf, braaa ol^ 463, 
493- 

Gluuiiealer. Humphrey, diiVc of (son of Hcniy IV), 
arms of, 458*.,489. 493. 553 

Glouirstrr, Tiiomaa Dupviiccr, carl of, anna of. 

45®. 49*. 54-P 

Gluucesltr, Thomas of Wo^xtrwk, duke of, 463, 
54‘- 

Glouixstrrahirc, early onganlxatiod of the church in, 
64, 94, 95, too (srr a/sp under Churches of the 
Domesday Sur%xy). -Snr Deurlturst. 

Goeeiin, on the buildings of St Austin's, Cunterbury. 
.48* 3. 399-5. 397. 399. 490. 

Gudiilmlng (Surrey), remains of Saxon work in chorcli 
at, 82. 

Gold objects: altai-cHaiiig, ninth century, M ilan 
Cathedral, 134; sltar'frnntal, Abbey of Saint- 
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Denis, 109,134-6,139, 141; Boite d’dvangdiaire, 
in the Louvre, 138; bowl of Chosroes II, Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 121,133; boxes. Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 107; brooch, from Ravenna, 127; candle¬ 
sticks, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 109; Nag)’ Mihdly 
(Hungary), 123; chalice ofGourdon, 123; chasse 
of St. Louis, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 112; collars 
and chains, belonging to John de Veer, 13th earl 
of Oxford, 286, 295, 296, 299, 301, 306, 307,316, 
332; cross, from the Holy Land, 426, 434; — of 
St. Eloy, formerly in the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 

107, 109, 125, 126, 131; crown, Monza (Italy), 
145 ; — of St. Oswald, on the head of reliquary 
at Hildesheim (Hanover), 146, 147; crucifix. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 139, 140; cup set with 
stones. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 107; encasement 
of altar. Abbey of Saint-Denis, no; high altar, 
Sant’Ambrogio, Milan,i4i; images: St.Andrew, 
426, 433; Charlemagne, 130; St. John the 
Evangelist, 155«., 156; St. Paul, 109, 128; 
St. Peter, 109, 128, 426, 433; St. Vincent, 418, 
426; perforated spoon. Abbey oLSaiiit-Denis, 
124; plaque from Siberia, 123 ti .; plaques. Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 134; reliquaries. Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 152; retable, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 109; 
ring, site of St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, 240; 
sceptre of Dagobert, 120, 150; seal of the 
Emperor Baldwin, 152; signet-ring attributed 
to St. Louis, 157 ; tables, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
109, no. 

Goldsmith, art of the, 124-6, 128, 134, 136, 154. 

Goldsmiths Company, London, makes grant for 
excavation work at St. Martin’s-le-Grand, 242, 
262. 

Gondola, jade, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 126, 141. 

Goodneston next Wingham (Kent), arms in window 
of church, 466. 

Gorney, arms ascribed to, 470. 

Gospels, manuscript of the. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 

108. 

Gostling, William, on the shields in the cloisters of 
Canterbury Cathedral, 455. 

Gothic art, 127, 128, 152, 156. 

Graeco-Phoenician architecture and tombs in Cyprus, 
163, 187; pottery, from Salamis (Cyprus), 185, 
193 - 

Graeco-Roman occupation of Cyprus, rock-cutting 
and tomb architecture during the, 159-78, 182, 
184-7, 189- 

Granson, Monsire de, arms ascribed to, 493. 

Graveney (Kent), arms and brass of de Faversham 
in church at, 477, 556. 

Gray, Sir Nicholas, arms ascribed to, 551. 


Gre.at Hallingham (Essex), remains of Saxon work 
in church at, 84. 

Green of Drayton, arms of, 451. 

Greenhithe (Kent), palaeoliths from, 205. 

Greenstead (Essex), Saxon timber church at, 84. 

Greenstreet and Russell, on the painting of the shields 
in the cloisters of Canterbury Cathedral, 454. 

Greenwell, Canon, 570, 571. 

Gregory I, Pope, 387, 393-5. 397 - 

Gregory XI, Pope, 423. 

Gregory, Prof. J. W., on the evolution of the Thames, 
212. 

Grenford, arms ascribed to, 504, 505. 

Grey, arms of, 489, 508. 

Grey, Sir John, arms of, 534. 

Grey, Sir Thomas, of Heton, arms ascribed to, 489. 

Grey de Codnor, Richard, Baron, arms ascribed to, 
530. 534; badge of, 530. 

Grey de Ruthin, arms of, 534. 

Grey de Wilton, Henrj', arms ascribed to, 477. 

Greystok, Ralph, Baron de, arms ascribed to, 517. 

Griffin, Ralph : The Heraldry in the Cloisters of the 
Cathedral Church of Christ at Canterbury, 447- 
568. 

Guarrazar, find of Visigothic crowns at, 145. 

Guibert, J., 128, 143, 144, 145. 

Guildforde, arms ascribed to, 533. 

Guildhall Library and Museum, 242; antiquities 
from King William Street, London, 264 ; plans 
and drawings of Roman discoveries in London, 
228; Roman pottery and other objects of Roman 
date, 236, 237, 241, 248, 252, 253, 266. 

Gulby, William, arms on brass of, 475. 

Guyart, Guillaume, on the oriflamme, 116. 

H 

Haco, king of Norway, arms of, 462, 546. 

Hadley, W. S., 401 n. 

Hadlow (Hadloe, Handlo, or Holowe) family, arms 
of, 469, 482. 

Hadstock (Essex), remains of Saxon work in church 
at, 84. 

Hakebech, arms ascribed to, 528. 

Hales, arms of, 473-4. 

Hales, Sir Robert, 474. 

Halle of Heme, arms of, 509. 

Halle, Sir Peter, arms and brass of, 509. 

Hallstatt class of implements, 570. 

Hallum, Robert, bishop of Salisbury, arms of, 448, 
536; brass of, 536. 

Hampshire, early organization of the church in, 64, 
73 ~ 7 » 99. lot [see also under Churches of the 
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DoTncsdfly Survey)^ Stt: IkMuIiru, Itouihuiit. 
CO)fhaiii|rtuii, Klififf, HrHiilxuimi.’Worthy, Hiiitnii 
Aiiipiicr, Lavuralokr, IJuIr Snmlioiimc, Tiicb- 
Cdil, Whitchurch. 

I'lBrcuiirt, arni4 a^rrihrd to, 518. 

Sam. bookseller, t. a. 9. 

Hardrra, arms ascribed to. 528. 

Hartines, Upper iKem). arms oi Uic llardrcs iamily 
in windows of church. 529. 

Hartircsh.nm, arms of, 

Mardrcfihull^ arms of, 474, 495. 

H.irfleet, arms ascribed'to, 51^ 

ITarfrstone, amts ascribed to, 543. 

Ilarllhg, arras of, 53Q. 540. 

Ilaroid, Earl. 64, 87, 9^ toa 

I larrow (Middx.), anusuiid biasa ufTliomaa Byfkhed 
in diurch, 514. 

Hamricli (Eliiscx), bequest towards building oi church 
by John de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 387.■■3t7. 

Hasted. Edward, notes on heraldry In tile doiiOcrs 
of Cantrrbuiyt CAlhedral, 450, 451,463 If. 

Hastings, John dr, c,f Ikrgavciiiiy, «jto» of, 4910. 

Hastings, John anil Laurence (!«::«▼ Pembrnkr, 
earU uf. 

Hastings, Re|inald du Grey, fxird, seal of, 334. 

Hatfield Rrmdnak iEswxJ, prioiy of, bequest to. by 
John dr Wrr, 13th carl of Oafcird. aflo, 312,313. 

Haute (ol- Hawtcl, arms ascribed to, 473,479. <83, 
493. 54*. 

Haute, Edmund, will'or, 479. 

Haute, Sir Erhmind, arms • if, 479, 

Hauti', John, i9r, 499; .snn# of, 52b. 

Hoiitot, arms ascribed to, 350. 

Havernetd. IW., 3460. 

Hawberk. arms ascribed to. 514. 

Ilawberk, Sir Nicbulas. arms of. 514. 

llawkhursi (Kcnl). arms lotmcriy in windows of 
dnircii at, 467. 

Hawksmoor, NIdiot.'u, clerk in Sir Chi blupliei' 
Wren, a, 5, 9 

I lAwtr, Ellzalieih, tenement of, 'rower 1101,358,360. 

Hcadbotirne Wurtiiy (liantsl, teiindns of S.^xon 
work In claiich u|, 99. 

Iloodcoiu iKi uil, arms of RtJsham in dutrch at, 
475 - 

Htdingliam Castle : «ar Castle Hmilngtiam. 

Ileding^m Nuinirry (Essex), bequest to, by John dc 
Veer, 13th rarl of Oxfoid, 313. 

1 leinrirh 11, Emperor, gii) ol dliur fronlal to Bask 
Cathedral, ft, 

Hcllunit: Studies, Society of, invextigation of Cyprus 
tomb archnuulugy by, 164, 165. 

Helies, anuH aacribi.-d to^ 487. 

Wl- r.xvi. 


VOTT.TMK I.XVl 5o.t 

llelmetiridge. arms ascribed IO| ^1. 

Hemp. Wilfrid J.,.39» «- 

Hom|>ton (Nofiolk), priory of, liequest to, by John 
dc Vtx-i. 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Henri IV of Knuioe, burial in the Abbey of Saint- 
Dcnii*. 113; coionation of, 150 ; ham! of justice, 
150. 

MenricUa Maria, Queen, I43. 

Henry 11 , 14a. 

Henry IV', 459, 463; arm* oC 457. 555; jcwdicd 
collar of, 395 »• 

Henry V, dismcmbennrm of, itt ft.; great seal 
of. 551. 

Henry VI, will of, 447. 

Henry VII. coronation of, 076^ 083, 385, 315; intm- 
duaion ot gold collar of the Order of the Garter 
by. 395; — and Queen Eli»ibctb. contract lor 
tomb of, 365. 

Henry Vltl, arms of, 397, 333; coronation of, 333,- 
334; gfild collar of tlic Older of the Garter, 
29^; inventory of jewels and plate liclonging to. 
393; - and Queen K.itharine, contract for tomb 
of, ^ 3?a- 

Henry, Prince of Wales (afterwards Henry Vl, anas 

of. 457 . 49 *. 493. 33*. 353 - 
I lernclins. Emperor, gift to Dagobort, 137. 

Heraldry: arms ascribed lor Arundel, Sir William, 
497: Ba, Thomas de, 479; Bargrave, John, 463; 
Baynard, 539; Berry, John, duke of, 153: 
Birkctihead, 515; Boctnn, Stephen dc. 493; 
Borges (or Burgrsn), 477 ; Bolelco' of Wcmmr, 
477; Bradc8tot»,499; Bmny, 518; aien^,3r>7; 
Cisterdan abbey of Tower Mill, .353. 3^; 
ClilTord, Lewis de. 511 : Cobliom of^BeluncIc. 
Blackbnrgli ami ChalTord, 470; Cohhatn, Sir 
John, 470; Cobhnm, Sir Robert, 486: Colkin, 
511; Colley, Rolicrt. 4S4; Corby. 475; Courte¬ 
nay, Sir Hiigtt,47i. 474.484 ; Courtenay, Philip 
dc, 483; Criol, Bertram de, 50a; dc la Mate, 
John. 509: Delapole, Sir John. 4.72; Edward HI, 
363, 364 ; Eglcsficld. Robert de, 521; Etscures, 
548 ; Everuiglunn, 507 ; Faatuirr, Sir John, 539; 
Gasccugoe. John, 503 ; Gascoigne, Richard, 503 ; 
Gtbbea. 510; Gran*on, Motuilre dc. 493; Grey, 
Sir John, 534; Halle, Sir reier, 509; Hardrts- 
533 ; Haricstoiic, 543 ; Haute, Sir Edmund, 
479i Hawberk, Sir Nidmlas, 314 ; Henry VHI. 
297{ Hussey, Sir Edmund, 48A; Ikham, 483; 
liancaster. Henry, duke of, 526: Liinglt-y of 
Knowiton, 501 : iLaud, Archbishop, 433; le 
Baud, Sir Walter, 483; Lenhnm, 470, 540; 
Lichfield, 498 ; {.andon, City nf. 363 j Lovcrick, 
485; LuttrrII, Sir Hugh. 509; Maidstone Cufirge 
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H eraldry {continued). 

(Kent), 504; Mansion, Nicholas, 479; Mepham, 
Edmund de, 516; Montagu, 305; Monthermer, 
305; Morley, Robert de, 475; Morteyn, 478; 
Norton, 480; Nowers, 453; Oldcastle, Sir John, 
472; Oxford, John de Veer, 13th earl of, 277 ff.; 
Oxford, Margaret Nevill, countess of, 285, 302, 
305; Parry, 506; Pashley, Sir John, 479; 
Pekham of Wrotham, 478; Pelham, Sir John, 
548; Peverel, 486; Peyfbrer, 470; Potyn, 470, 
540; Ros, 482; St. N icholas of Thanet, 478 ; 
Salisbury, Richard Nevill, earl of, 305; Salisbury, 
William de Montacute, earl of, 541; Sandwich, 
Nicholas de, 498; Savage of Bobbing, 502; 
Scales, Robert, Lord, 478; Scales, Roger, Lord, 
478; Scrope, 306; Segrave, Gilbert de, 542 ; 
Sewers (or Sewards), 512; Standish, Hugh, 514; 
Streynsham, 499, 501; Thornbury, William, 
557; Tiptoft, 306; Twychet, 507; Wadham, Sir 
William, 485; Wandeford, William, 480; Wil¬ 
loughby, Robert, Lord, 498; Willoughby, Wil¬ 
liam, Lord, 498. Badges: Bedford, John, duke 
of, 285 286 w.; Burgundy, dukes of, 284; 

Oxford, John de Veer, earl of, 284, 285, 301, 
302, 304, 306-9; York, Edward of Langle}', 
duke of, 541 n. See also Heraldry in the Cloisters 
of the Cathedral, under Canterbury. 

Herbert, Lord, executor to will of the Lady Margaret ! 
Beaufort, 366. 

Hereford, Humphrey de Bohun, 12th earl of, arms ; 

of, 457 , 463, 465, 555 : badge of, 493. | 

Hereford, Joan, countess of, arms of, 463, 525; seal ! 
of, 463- 

Herefordshire, early organization of the church in, | 
64, 94, 96 (st’« also under Churches of the Domes¬ 
day Survey). t 

Hereward, lop. 

Heringaud (or Heringod), arms ascribed to, 466, 533. 
Heme (Kent): arms of d’Aldon on font, 537 ; brass 
of Sir Peter Halle, 509. 

Heron, arms ascribed to, 481. 

Herring, Nicholas, 535; arms ascribed to, 533. 
Hertfordshire, early organization of the church in, I 
64, 96-9 {see also under Churches of the Domes- ! 
day Survey). See Anstey, Hormead, King’s : 
Langley, Measden, Rickmansworth, Royston, { 
St. Albans, Sawbridgeworth, Walkern, Watford, | 
Westmill. | 

Hertford Warren, near Bury St. Edmunds (Suffolk), ; 

Late-Celtic dagger from, 569, 570. 

Hever, William de, arms ascribed to, 479, 495; seal 
of, 479. 

Heytesbury, arms and badge of, 486. ] 


Higham of Patricksbourne, arms ascribed to, 485. 

Hilaire, St., fragment of jewellery from the reliquary' 
of the head of, 137. 

Hildesheim (Hanover): crown and reliquary of St. 
Oswald, 146, 147; porphyry fragment of Cana 
vase, 118. 

Hinton Ampner (Hants), remains of Saxon work in 
church at, 74. 

Hippolyte, St., chasse of. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
116. 

Hobert, Sir James, executor of will of John de Veer, 
13th earl of Oxford, 287, 318. 

Hodge, H., plans and drawings by, of excavations 
in Leadenhall Market, London, 228. 

Hodges, T. R., 456. 

Hogarth, D. G., 175. 

Holland, arms of, 474, 49 r, 503, 543, 553-5. 

Holland, John : see Exeter, duke of. 

Holland, Sir Thomas: see Kent, earl of. 

Holowe, Rauf, arms ascribed to, 482. 

Honorius, archbishop of Canterbury: burying-place 
of, 392 ; tomb of, 393, 398. 

Hoo, Sir Richard de, arms ascribed to, 484. 

Hoorne, Edmund, arms ascribed to, 513, 528. 

Hoorne, Sir John de, arms of, 513. 

Hoo St. Werburg (Kent), arms of Grey in old glass, 
508. 

Hope, Sir William : Recent discoveries in the abbey 
church of St. Austin at Canterbury, 377-400; 
The last testament and inventory of John de 
Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 275-348; Stall-plates, 
cited, 470, 486, 491, 497, 498, 517, 518, 527, 534, 
545> 547> 55554i 557- 

Hopkinson, J., on the gravel of the Rickmansworth 
district (Herts.), 209, 210, 219. 

Hormead (Herts.), manor of, 418. 

Hornb}', Henry, master of Peterhouse, Cambridge, 
executor of will of the Lady Margaret Beaufort, 
366-9. 

Horns: of Roland, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 133; 
unicorn’s, ibid. 

Horton Kirby (Kent), arms of Sir John de Hoorne, 
formerly in windows of church, 513. 

Horwood, Bros., Messrs., owners of pits at Rickmans¬ 
worth (Herts.), 195. 

Hosterley, arms ascribed to, 512. 

Howard, Sir John, 275, 305 ; arms of, 277, 283, 284, 
293, 296, 297, 301, 305, 3r5, 330, 333, 335-7, 339, 

340- 

Hubert, St., arms of, 522. 

Hulsbergh, H., emblematical design, with names and 
costs of Wren’s buildings, i, 2, 8, 9. 

Human remains: Newnham (Cambs.), 570 ; St. Leo- 





INDEX TO VOLUME LXM 595 


nard’s, Foster Lane, London, 235; site of 
St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, 245. 

Hungerford, Sir Walter, arms and badge of, 486. 

Huntingdon, Elizabeth, countess of, 457. 

Huntingdon, John, earl of, 457. 

Huntingdon, William de Clinton, earl of, arms of, 
508. 

Huntingdonshire, early organization of the church 
in, 64, 90, 92 {see also under Churches of the 
Domesday Survey). See Crundale, Ramsey 
Abbey. 

Hussey (Husee, or Hoese), arms ascribed to, 485, 
508, 533 - 

Hussey, Sir Edmund, of Holbrook, 486. 


I 

Ickham (Kent), arms in window of church, 479. 

Ickleton, or Ikelton (Cambs.), bequest to nuns of, by 
John de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Ightham (Kent), monument to Sir Thomas Cawne in 
the church, 479. 

Ikham, arms of, 483. 

Ikham, William, memorial to, 483. 

Illingworth, W., 365. 

Implements : see Bronze, Flint, Iron, Palaeoliths. 

Inge, William de, arms ascribed to, 488. 

Ingham, arms ascribed to, 524. 

Inkstand of St. Denis, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 121, 
122, 124. 

Inscriptions: in tomb, Ras-el-Ekra, near 'Amwas 
(Palestine), 174; on Abbot Suger’s ewer, in the 
Louvre, 143; on altar. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
109; on altar from Phoenicia, 191; on common 
seal of the abbey of Tower Hill, 363 ; on crystal 
ewer at the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 137; on 
Egyptian vase of grey granite, 118; on grave of 
Charles the Bald, 149; on planks of a Roman 
well discovered in London, 246; on porphyry 
vase. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 145; on Queen 
Eleanor’s vase, from the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
142; on seal of Abbot Paschal, 363; on shield 
in cloisters of Canterbury Cathedral, 448; on 
signet-ring attributed to St. Louis, 157 ; on silver- 
gilt staff of the precentor of Saint-Denis, 156 ; 
on the ‘ Coupe des Ptol6m6es ’, from the Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 120, 144; on walking-stick of 
SL Denis, 121. 

Intaglios: dolphin. Cabinet des Medailles, Paris, 
123; portrait of Julia, daughter of Titus, 129; 
standing figure of a French king, in the Louvre, 

157- 


Ireland: arms of, 462, 550; bronze ‘stirrups’ from, 

350. 352. 

Iron objects: crown, Monza (Italy), 146; dagger, 
Late-Celtic, Hertford Warren (Suffolk), 569; 
screen. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 108 ; spokeshaves, 
Copthall Court, London, 241; Rushall Down 
(Wilts.), 241; St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, 
241; spur-like object, found in the Lake of 
Paladru, near Voiron (Isere), 352. 

Isaac of Kent, arms attributed to, 469. 

Isabella of France (queen of Edward 11 ), 404, 427; 
wardrobe account of, 410, 411. 

Isili, John, seal of, 475. 

Isle of Wight: see Chessell Down. 

Isley, arms of, 475. 

Ivory carvings: Carlovingian, 135; chessmen, 
attributed to Charlemagne, 133, 151; hand of 
justice, in the Louvre, 150; image of Christ, 
with symbols of the Evangelists, Victoria and 
Albert Museum, 135 «.; image of Christ en¬ 
throned, Berlin Museum, 135; image of the 
Virgin, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 155 n .; pyxes. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 117; statuette of the 
Virgin, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 157; tablets sculp¬ 
tured with figures. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 106. 

Izant, Frederick, 264, 269. 

J 

Jade gondola. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 126, 141. 

James, Dr. M. R., 347 n. 

James, St., image of, 312, 329. 

Jeanne d’Evreux, Queen, gifts to the Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 155. 

Jeffery, George : Rock-cutting and tomb architecture 
in Cyprus during the Graeco- Roman occupation, 
159-78; 180, 182, 187, 188, 191, 192. 

Jenkinson, Hilary: Mary de Sancto Paulo, countess 
of Pembroke, foundress of Pembroke College, 
Cambridge, 401-46. 

Jerusalem, arms of, 460, 462, 500, 509, 544-7, 551, 
552; caverns of, 159; church of the Holy 
Sepulchre, 163; stone vaults, 187; tombs, 165, 
168, 173, 175, 178. 

Jet cameo, Late-Celtic, from Strood (Kent), 572. 

Jews, Second Revolt of, coin of the period of, London, 
240, 241. 

John, king of England, 404. 

John of Gaunt: see Lancaster, duke of. 

John the Baptist, St., heads of, 297, 335; images of, 
280-3, 312, 329; relic of. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
127; relic of part of head of, cathedral church of 
Amiens, 280 «. 
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John the Evangelist, St hnages of, 106, 140, 135. 
156, 378,37^ 39t, 3tT 13. 3av, 436, 454. 

Jossclyn, John, executor of tlie will uf Julm Uc Veer, 
T3th eiiri of Oxfoitl, 387, ji8. 

Judas, lunkTii uf, Ablicy of Saint-Driiix, 133. 

Jude, Sl, iinuge of, 391, 293, 339. 

Julia, daughter of Titus, intaglio portrait of, 139. 

Julius Severus, governor of Uritaiii, 34 1. 

Justus, archbishop of Caiilerbtiry: bui'yiiig>pbi.i: of, 
39a; loiub of, 388. 393. 395, 39^; wooden 
cuflbi uf, 398 -9. 

K 

Kdicwlcli, C. (j., 362. 

Kelsbani of Kelshun, urins uf, 475, 534, 

Kendall, Kw. H. Cl. O. ('ollrtriion of palamlithlr 
iniplcnicnta, aixi, uo6, 

Kent, Afire, co«mte»$ of, arms uf, 525, 

Kent, Edmund of Woodstock, earl of (sou of Edward 
If, atm of; 459, 503. 

Kent, Joan, countcM uf (ibc Fair ^aid of Kml), 
aritia oi; 459; badge of, 493, 553. 

Kent, Tliomaa Holland, earl of, 457, 465, sot; arms 
«f. 458, 459. S» 7 < S 53 : bating o(, 49 > 

Kent Archaeolc^ral Society, 456. 

Kent and Canterbury Hospital, part-owner of site 0/ 
St. Aostin’a Abbey,Canterbury, 377,381;, 389,399. 

Kent, early urgaiiTzatinn of the rhnrrb in, 64, 65. 82, 
83,100 (*w also NN(/rr Churches of the ftomesday 
Survey). S<w Ash, Ash next Sandwich, .Xsltford, 
Aylesford, Barfreston, Ucishiuigcr, Uifruiis, 
Bobbing, Uorden, Uuugliiuii under BIcan, Box* 
ley, Brasted, Caiitcibury, Challock, Cbarikam, 
Chatham, Cubhant, Crx-lcerliiiral Kami, Cnmb' 
well, Hatifoitf, Dover, Favemhani, Gondneston, 
Gravciicy, Crprnliithe, Ilardres, llawklmrit, 
Hcadcom, Heme, I too St. Werbui^gb, Horton 
Kirby, Ickham. Igbthau). Leeds Priory, Lcsuica 
Abb(.<y, Linstead. LitUebourne, Lyuiltill (or 
Lyninejt filaldstoiie, Mllluii by Sitlinghtnirnr, 
Milton neat Graxx'sciid, Mraikton, Nrtlleslead, 
Newington ncjtt SitHnghnumt, Ncrthflcet, 
Orpington, Uilum, Pfckliam iWest), Pembury, 
Pluckiey, Raliiham, Reciilvcr, Rocliesler, St, 
Lowtence, St, Nirhnia* at Wade, Saltwia^ 
Sanx-, Sheldwich. Siberuwold, SiUiugbuurn'e, 
S|odni.rniii, Strood, SwuiiacumlM;, Tiinsmll, 
Wari'liorne, WoOtliicaburougb. 

Kentiidarre (or KeJiUaIib«;ru), arm? ascribed to, 496. 

Kettle, Bernard, udcL 

Kb»rriltet-i^-Suk (Palestine), Graico-Ruman tomb 
at, 182. 


Kbrysokava, near Kyrcnia tCypni*), quarry at, 160, 
tot ; TPck cut tomb, itSa 

KidiitT. H„ on the gravel uf Uic Reading bedt, 
aop H., aio, 319 w. 

Kilw.irbiV, RoIk^, cardinal ami archbishop of Can* 
icibury, anus ascribed to, 493. 5(6. 

Kiiig'a laitigley (Mcrta.), iliiil tiiipleiiiunla frum. aid. 

Kington, arma aarrihrd to, 468. 

Kuchin, V. P., coBrctkih of p.ibeoliihic impIrmmUs 
202, SS06, 207. 

Kiiaresborougb Priory jVorks.), arms ascribed to, 
5 =* 5 - 

Kiiigbl, BisiiU|>, waideii uf St. Auguatiiie'a Cullegc, 
Canterbury, 399, 400 

Knight, V.s 1 , 'Plan and proposals of a.new nuxlel 
for rebuilding the City of Londoti ’, s. 

Kttoel, arms aacrllied tu, 536b 

K Iloilo, Sir Rniiert, arma aacribed to, 479, 557 ; 
• bcnr.fartion to Rochester (Kent), 479-80. 

Knyvcll, arms nscribed to, 481. 

Kiinigundc, Empress, crown of, 146. 147. 

Kyme, arms of, 530,523,523,531, 536. 

L 

Labailc. J., ii5, 125136. 

Lacy, anna aacribed to, 331. 

La riraitrr^mquc (Trance), tioUcry from, 338, 344, 
s-fh. 25b, 260, a6t, 369; distribation in London, 
272, 373; pollens' stamps, 239,256. 

Lanibm, I'raitk; Rceviil Rmuuii discoveries in 
Loiidun, 335-74. 

Lauiliuuxa (Cyprm), roek-hewn ehs|»el of AchciiO' 
IKiietoa, 175-7. 

Ijimpliigh, Benrani. 400^ 

L.impa‘ By2aiu]ne, fiuiu SalainU (Cyprus), 193; 
gold, Peter's, Rome, 133; ailvcr. Abbey of 
Saint-ltenia, 107, ti7, t34, 139. 

Laiicaaliirr, early organization of the church in, 98 
(*[»/ a/st> untfi-r Churches of the Dometday Survey). 

Lnneaster, Duchy of, arms uf, 506, 526. 

IjincASter, dukca ni; arma ofj 459. 

Lancaster, Edmund, carl of iimn of Henry Ul), arms 
of, 526. 

Luucaater, Henry, duke of, arms of, 520, 

Laiicaairr, Henry, earl of, arms of, 465,545. 548.553. 

Lancaatrr, John of Gaunt, duke of, 457; onus of. a» 
king of Castile and Lcoti, 540-1; descendants 

®L 4 o 7 f 458- 

l..ancastcr. ‘I’bomas, rarl of. 40); arma of, 536 ; 
death of, 405, 40A. 

Langdiin, John, bishop of’ Rochester, juma of, 534. 

Laiighant, arms osetibed to, 47& 
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lidniutid aiul Edt^-ard of: Yorki <tukc« 

ut 

Langify of Knowltuii, arnui of, 501. 

Langlpy of Warwickstiirr, arnw HHcrilx'd to, 501,51 (4 
Langton, Strphcn, arrhhi«hop nf Canterbury, uiitw 

of, 

Laments: bronze, twelfth-century, set with crystals, 
iVihiuolcan Mttseuni, Oxford. 133: copper-gilt, 
SCI with crystals, Ibitnerly at the Abbey of 
Saiiit-Dciiis. 133. 

L:trnaaL= Kilioit (Cyprus): shriiic of tlic Phanero- 
mmii, 169-7)1, 180, i8t, 184-6; tombs, 164. 169- 
7a, 178, 186, i8j; Turabi Tckc, 187. 

Lasteyrie, Hoherl de, on polygonal haptiali'rii-s,-384, 
Lit Ttne of mipJemcnK ^-7»- 

LsUiotu. arms of, 547, 

LsUincr. artus ascribed to, 495- 
Latiiticr, John Ncvill, Lord, ol Dtuiby, umis asertbed 
»«. 477- 

Laiid, William, aniibtMbojt uf Canterbury, arms ol, 
4^- 

Laurence, archbishop of Canterbury; httrying-pUcc 
wl. 39L 392 r lomb of, 388. 394 8; woodrn 
euBiti of, 396 7. 

I-aurcnce, St., crosa of. Abbey of Saiiil-l>eilis, 131-^ 
I,avenliMm (Sufrnlk)t luulgr of the. Vrt-rs on south 
door and in cIen«tory windmra of rhiircJi, 307, 
308; bequest toivonis making aisles of the church 
by John dc Veer, t3tb earl of Oxford, 286, 317. 
Laverkk (or Levcrick), anus uf, 495, 510. 
loiVi'.rHtukc (HanisL remains uf Saxon work in church 
at, 76. 

le Baud; arms of, 483. 334. 

le Baud, Sir Walter, arms ascribed to, 483. 

Leeds Priory (Kent), amis ascribed to, 323. 
Leicestershire, early organizaljun of the church in, 
64, 90, gt, qu, 101 (a«r a/no muter Oiurchea of 
the TTomrsday Stirvoy). 

Le Monstier style of implements, 302, 303 306, 307, 
ao8, :2 i6. 

Lcnluuii, arms oL 470, 540. 

LeuthoJ, Sir Rtcliaid, 4^ 

Lcutlud, Sir Rowland, ornn oj^-ribvd to, 553-4. 
la'oii, annii of; 458, 46a, 540 1, 319, 555. 
iTesnw Abbey (Krttl), arms of, 468, 306. 

I,evant, architecture and rock-cuutng in the, 139 ff., 
187, 189. Str Cyprus. 

Levenihorp. orms. of, 504, 506,307, 538. 

LeVcnlllurp, Julm: arma of, 506; brass nf, 506; will 
*/• 5»7- 

t.eylKuimr, Sir Thomas de, arms ascribed to, 50a, 
S^ 7 ii^ 

Lezouz (France), pottery from, 338, 340. 344, 350, 


597 

357, 360, u6i, 366, 3^. 360; distribution In 
fjindun, 373; poiU-ra' atampa, 339. 

I.irbfteid, arms of, 49S. 

Llmburg-on-the-l-yhn (rirrmany): By*.intine table- 
cross In the cathedral, 153; staff of St. Peter, 

133. 

Lmiugoi (Fruiiee), work of, II7, 134, tCS, to8, 135, 
•57- 

l.inati, C. dr, on nail n'liva, 130 ! on treasurea in 

the Abbey of Saint-Dirnis, 1315 reatoradoii of 
jade gondola, tab. 

Lincoln (Lines.). Saxon remains .it churrh of St. Pt-tcr, 
89. 

Lincolnshire, early organization at the church in^ 64, 
88. 89, 91, 92 (see a/so Hm/^r Cliurcites of the 
DomcHday Survey). See Lincoln. Slow St. .Mary. 

IJngard, John, on (hr Doineaduy Survey, 61, 67. 

lingfichl (SniTcy), arms .ind brass uf Mardrrxham, 
5.13- 

Linsteod (Kent), arms ol Servers in church, 51X 

Lisle, arms ascribed to, 486, $23. 531, 548>. 

LItllebouruc(Kent), armauf Uighani In church at, 485. 

Llttlchury, arms ascribed to, 557. 

(attir Horkesley (Essex), bnuM of Sir Tlmmas Swin* 
Itourne, 489. 

Little Sombatirnn (Hants), rrmaina of Saxon work in 
rhitirh at, 74. 

Litton, prior of, bequest to. by Mary de St. Pol, 
euujitcMf of Pembroke, 417, 433. 

Livtmiu (Lifeland), arms aacrilard to, 463, 553. 

Ijtdbrooke, arms ascribi'd to, 506, 

l.oanoK; 

Bartholomew Close. Tower Hill, 338^ 

Uergaveiuiy Mouse, residence of Mary de St. I*ol. 
countess of Pembroke, 416. 

Charterhoiisr, the, 353; bequest to, by John de 
Veer, 13th e.irl nf Oxftml, 310* gifts to, by Mary 
de St- Pol, countess of Pembroke, 418. 

Cistercian Abbey of Tower 1 HU (Sc. Mary Graces), 
Topugtapliy of tliu, 3^-64; abbey arms and 
aeahs 363, 36.4; abbot's hidging,''^, 360 ; bdl- 
lowrr, 336; benefactors, 333, 354: burials, 358, 
36a; bursar's building accounts, 354 If.; camera, 
354: candlesticks, 354; uunclery, 353: clumtnrs, 
3^; diojwl, 362; — of Oin- Lady. 356, .qOe; 
— of St. Anne, 356, 363; chapter-house. 36a; 
cIniBtent, 360; convent gaidcn, 358; convTntwiI 
church, 3601 courtyardo, 363; dedication, 354, 
36a; doom, 354: doorway. 363; dox'e-house, 
358; endowment, 353, 334; farmery, 36a; 
foundations. 354 ; frater.ada; gardens, 354,357, 
360; gatehouse, 360; great court, 360} higli 
altar, 354, 362; houses, 354, 360; naw, 360; 
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LuxboN {itmtittluJ), 

|>aviiijr. 35.J, 556, 36a; Pine AppJe-tr<< garden, 
357« 35®; <l'e S iicprtli, 

360; presbytery, 362; proccssknmt eiitraitcc, 
360; pulpituni, 30i; t’evenui-<«, 354; rilutfl 
arningeitKitls, 362; 36a; stoiu'work, 363; 

tenements, 354, 358; litoi, 354 ; ImnsenK 360; 
veilry. 354. 35 ®; «:«••». 3 S®i 3 ^- 

wiiid'iw*, 36a; windftw tm<Try, 363, 

City, arms iif, 363. 46a. 481. 

City Chujrliris (Parochial) designed by Sir Chris¬ 
topher Wren, Complete building Accounis of, 
i-6o; architetts’ office eapensca, 3, 4; bills of 
the parochial churches, j, 6, 7, 14, *5; commiu- 
sion payments to Wren, 5; romparison of 
building prices for labour and tnnterials. 1671-87 
Mild 1915, 7, 11-13, 23-60; drawing papei, ex¬ 
penditure on, 3. I: general account of disburse- 
mrnis, *,2,3,6; legal advice, expenditure on, 
4; leger of the paructiial ehurchrs, i, a, 6, 7, 
15-22; tent lor storc-lioiiMi-, 25, 26, 37, 31; 
tabernacle leger, 1, 2; ' tafiemacle*2, 3, 6; 
tabular atalcmirnt of tmdeanieu and sums paid to 
them, 15-22 ; total costs of each cliurch, I4 -aa j 
•types' Icnpolas), 3: use of old material in 
rebuilding, to, i2. 

Disbursements oji uecuunl of rhmvhes; All- 
baJJoM's bread Street, at; Allhallows Lomltard 
Street, 6, -22; Alihalirnvs the Great, j, 20; 
Christ Chur\*Ii, 6, 19; St Alban’s WckhI Street, 
a, 3, aj J Sl Andrew's Waidiuhe, 22; St. Anne 
ami St. Agnes, 16; St. Antlmlin's, at; St. 
Austin's, SI i Sl. barihulotnew Exchange, 17; 
St. Uenct Pink, 4, 18; St Rennet's Graccchurch, 
a*>; St. Uciinelt'a Paul's Wharfi 19; Su britk;'a, 
18; Su Christopher's, 8, 17; St Demeut's East 
ciieap, 21; St Dionis liackchuieh, j8; St, Dnn- 
Htan's in the East, 7, 8, 15; St. Edmund the 
King, Lombard Suet-t, 7, 19; St George 
Botolph, 17; St Jgmcfl C.irltrkiiithe, 19; St 
L,twrcncc Jewry, 18; .St. Magdalen Old Kiah 
Street, 20; St. Magnus. 19; St. Margarets 
Loltibury, 23; St, Margaret Pattenu, 21; .St. 
Miirtin’a I.udgaie. 6. 20: St. .Mary Afwhurcb, 
3, 8, 9, 20: Sl. .Mary Aldematy, 3, ib; St. Mary 
at Mill. 8, 16; Sl Mury le-Bmv, 7. 8, it, i*. 13, 
*9, complete biila fur cliurrh and tower, 23-46; 
si. Mary Soinciia;L 22; St Mary Woolnotb, 8. 
9, 17; St. MNtlhnw'a Friday Slicel, ai; .St. 
Michael Ukariduw, 17; St Michoera Cnnihill, 
19; St Midiiid'nCrooked Lane. 22; Si. Wichad'i 
tjucc-iihiilir, 16; St Miclutcr» Royall, 22- Sl. 
Mlcharra Wood Street, 15; St. Mildred bti-aU 


Loxdon 

Siiectai ; St Mildred Poultiy, tS; St. Nicholas 
Cole AUu-y, 16; St. OUvt’s Jewry, 7, 15; 
St. Pamran Soper Lane, 3. 12; St PeU-r’* 
Comhifl, t9; St Sepulchre's, 8, 17; St Ste¬ 
phen’s Coleman Street 8, 17; St. Strphrn's 
Walbrook, 7, ro, rr, 13, r6; romplnto bills for, 
46 60; St Swithin's. 6,8,20: St, Vedasi Poeicr 
Lam:. 8, 17. 

Payments to master tradesmen, craflsiiicii, \-c.: 
anchor-smith. 36; bricklayers. 3, 8, 15-2.^ 27, 
»). 31. Xi‘ 43- .=H; carpiulera, 3, 8, 15-22. 24, 

2® 3b 33-35-36-3®. 40. 4®. 4®-50, Si-h 

.i8; carters, 15-22, 32; ran-cr-s, 6. 7, 15-22, 4I; 
clerks, 4, 5; contractors, 7, 8, 12, 23, 24, 27; 
eop|>erjimifbs, 8, 15-23, 40, 54; draughUmeri, 4; 
gildenj, 40; glaalers. 3, 8, 13-22, 33, .pi, 45, 55, 
5®; jofnera, 3, 7, 8, 13-22, 29, 31, 34, 35, 43, 
.56, labouiera, 6, 12, 13, 15-24* maxoms, 7, 8, 
15 22. 24. 26, 27, 30, 31, 34. 35. 37. 39 41, 43. 
46 ^ 50, 52, 35, 57, 59; painters, 13, 15-22, 30, 
4“i 44t 5®» plfislcrersy 6-8, 15-22, 29, 32, 
44. 45. 56. .54. 5.V 5® 5 plumber*, 3, 8, 15-22, 28, 
.14-6, 3 ®. 4L 4it 45> 49, 53-S. S®? 6l.atens, 8; 
smiths, 3. 8. 15-22. 26, a;, 29, 32, 34. 36 8,41, 
44. 5‘. 53. 591 «'rveyor*, 4. 5, 6. 

City CorjK>ration, excavations on pio|)erty of. 264, 
265. 

Coppid Hall, 'J'owcr Hill, 358, 

Copthall Court, iron spokeshavc from l>cd of ilic 
Walbrook, 241. 

Court of Common Council, grant for rxe-tvaiion 
work .xt St. Martln's-le-Grand hy, 24a, aba. 

Cripplegaie- ioundation of chantry in hermitage of, 
by Mary dc St. Pol, countess of Pcmbiokc, 418. 

Franciscan iiimn, abbey of, 353. 

Fi iura Minora, churcll of, gifts by Mary «|e St. Pol, 
countess of l'cmbrx,ke, 418, 420, 434’. 

Hogg (or Iloggcal Lane, Tower Hill, 358, 360, 

Roman drscovrrii-* in London, Recent, 225-74, 
Roman vralls discovered ia 1880 81 On the site 
ul Lradrnhall Mkrket, 225-35. Excavationa on 
tl»r aitc of old General Pout Office, St. Martin’s* 
le-Grand, 235-63; animal remains, 242, 262, 
263; colas, 24U; fmmdations, 235, 236; human 
remains, 245; objects found, 236, 240, 241. 246; 
pits, 237,241, 242 w., 244. 245, 248, 250, 258-62, 
270, 272; pottery, 238, 240-62; roofing-tiles, 
246; well, 246; ‘ wuocl-and*d.iuh * house. 246 
Exravationaon the site of Nos. 3 -6 King William 
Street, 263-9; objects found, 265. 266; pita. 
238, 264-7, 276, 272; pottery, 265-9. Tlic 
growtii uf Londinium, 26^74 ; arc-is in the first 
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{filttlinufd). 

to thini ccitiiirin A.D., 370-4; buriaK 269; 
rnbbish'pite, *70, aja; wxr of, 370; sp<M 5 on 
whkh anli<n»ttes have Iwrrn'ibuml. 370, 272. 

Roman remains In otherlocaliiiw; Chea(tiiidc,338; 
Qirwl’s ilospiul, rubbinh-pils, Finabury 

Circuu, coin and pcMcry, *48; Onweclmrch 
StiTct, sitv of Roman walls, 225. aa8, 335; 
Royal Exchange, nibbUh>pits, 237; St. Patd's 
Churchyard, 337, ajB; Southwark, amphora 
uiid proKoman' anthropoid * dagger, 250; Wal- 
brook, the, coins fiX)in the neighbourhood, 370, 
272; Wall, the, xn>. 334, 245. 272. 

Rosemary Ijiiip, Tower Hill, 360. 

Royal Mini, 356, 338. 

Royal Mint Street, 3^0 

St. Andrew’s Church, Ilolbom, coat of building, 8 . 

Sl Qvmcjil Danes, cost of bnililing, 8. 

Si, Jaraea’a Church. Westminster, rort of build¬ 
ing, 8. 

St. K'.alherinr by the Tower, hospital of. 353. 

St. Leonard’s, Foster Lane, Norman crypl near, 
; objects found at, 045. 

St. Paul'* Calhedrat, accounts relating to, 3, 5, 8 , 
9, 10. 

St. Paul's Chnrcli (Uie old), becjucst to, hy Mary 
de SL Pol, eouninw of Pembroke. 417, 433. 

Tower, silvergilt font, ayj. 

5 «v a/sff British Museum, Gund)uill Museum, 
N.iiiontl Ualtory, Victoria and Albert Muaeum. 

London and MidillcHex Atchacological Society, 

Loiigfoid, William, vice-mnsler of St. Johii'a College. 
Cambridge, 373, 374. 

[.orrainr, cardinal of, drosses restored by, in ibr 
Abbey of Snint-Dcnia, 117. 

Lothair, son of St, Srihurgh, buryhig-place of, 391. 

l»ui» VI of France (Lwiis le C*n«), gilU to Uic 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 109, 110, lud, *37, 139. 

Louis VII ofFmiice, 143 . 

Louis V111 of France, tomb of. Abbey of Saint-Denl% 
ttr. 

Louis IX of France (St. Louis), be.iTr. Utc orinamiue. 
u6; Imiies burled at Sftint-Denis, itr; ranotii- 
zation of, 108, iii; cliusse of, t05, to8, tio, 
I It j clasp of, 151; crown of, I47,148, *50,135: 
dismemberment of, 111; gift* to llie iVbbey of 
Saint-Denis. T17, 154: hand of Juaticc of, 150; 
Images of, gold and sihtr, roR, 130; jaw-bone 
of. 111 ; rccunstrucis Dagoben’s monument. 109; 
rrliquaty of, 135; ri-muins of, lii; signet-ring 
aliribiit^ to, 157; .skull of, 111; sword of, 155; 
tomb of, 100, nr; tombs of the children of. 117, 


I^juia XVl of France. COfBn ot. m the Abbey of 
.Saiiit-Dcnla, 114. 
liOValne, »rmn of, 451. 

Level, John, ninth Itarun, of Tichmersh, arms of, 
470 J "f- -itS* 

LumI, Sir Robert, he'tnrst to, by John dc Veer, 13111 
carl of Oxford, 3i8;’rjtrewti>r of the will of die 
«rl, 287, 318 

Lovel, Sir ‘I'bumas, bequest 10, by John de V’eer, 13th 
carl of Oxford, 380, 386,287. .313. 316; exetoitor 
of the will of tile carl, 387, 318 } executor of the 
will of the fjuly Margaret Ri-^ufoil, 366. 

Lovel, Thomas, of Mileteml, arms xHcrilied to, 498. 
Luvdace, arms ascribed to, 50a. 

I.ovt'i'kk, Miins of, 485. 

Lovcync. Sir Nicholas, bequest to the Cistercian 
abbey of Tower Hill, 353. 

Lucie lor Lucy), arma of, 466, 536, 55a, 555. 

Lunn, William II..lU romiiarixon of building prices 
(1671 87 and i9>5). 23 60, 

Lusignoii family, the. 403, 404. 

Ltisignan, Hugh de. 403, 404. 

I.ullcridge, anna ascribed to, 502. 

I.iittrell, arma aacribed U>, 490, 503. 

LuUrcll, -Sir Ilngh, arma and seal of, 503. 

LyinhllL or Lyronc (Kent), sm.s in ch.inrtl window, 

fi /i , 

Lynne (Noiiulk), bequest to the White Friars of, by 
Jofin lie VnT, 13111 enrl of Oxford, 310, 

M 

Macaitney, Mervyn, B37 «. 

Mackenzie, Mrs. Stewart, owner of the w'ing uf a 
Ulc fiAeciiUi-eentury alUr-picee, rcprcM-iUiiig 
Sl. Gilea Haying Mmu, 105, lad. 

Madrid, Virigotbic crown x(, 145, 

Magdalen, (he, «t.-ituette of, Abbey of Sahit-Denia, 

Xlaklsioiie |Kcui)l Oims in eluirch ol, 464, 467, 471. 
475; ai-nu of Maidutonu Odiegr, 504; seal of 
tin* hospital ofSi. Manr and All Saints, 4C4. 
Maitland, Prof., on commun.al holding of cIuhyIics, 

86, 87. 

' Majendic, Mrs. jaiiioi, owner of manusrripT volume 
1 of IranHcript-s of dnriiments relating to the fondly 
1 of the Veres, 273, 

•Maiendle. Lewis, 275. 

Majcndie, Rev. Severue A. Aaliliunit, on the LuiiUy 
of De Vere, carls of Oxford, 273. 

M.xlrbu8. lantern said to belong to, formerly in the 
Abbey of Saint Denis, 1.33, 

Male, Prof. E., 139^ 
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Malniains, amis of, 509, 537. 

Malmesbury, William of, 399. 

Malta, comice of the ‘ancient house’ in, 190. 

Maltravers, arms of, 459, 466, 480, 497, 503, 518, 
5 » 9 - 

Maltravers, John, Lord, 465. 

Man, Isle of, arms of, 462, 500, 538, 550. 

Manston of Manston, arms ascribed to, 529, 535. 

Manston, Nicholas, arms ascribed to, 479^ 

Manston, Roger, effigy of, in Ashford church (Kent), 
529 - 

Manuscripts: formerly belonging to the Abbey of 
Saint-Denis (France), Bibliotheque Nationale 
(Paris), 138;;.; heraldic collections of William 
Tillotson (now in the Society’s Library), 307, 
308; St. Emmeran’s Gospels at Munich, 135. 
See also Documents. 

Marble altar. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 107, 109. 

March, Edmund Mortimer, earl of, arms of, 490, 
491. See Mortimer. 

.Marcus Aurelius, coin of, 248. 

Margaret, Lady: see Richmond, countess of. 

Margaret, St., image of, 292, 311, 329, 341. 

Marie Antoinette, coffin of, in the Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 114. 

Maries, William de, arms of, 497. 

Marney, Sir Henry, bequest to, by John de Veer, 13th 
earl of Oxford, 317; executor to will of the Lady 
Margaret Beaufort, 366. 

Marriott, Reginald, auditor for the accounts of 
Wren’s City churches, 6. 

Marseilles, convent of St. Paul at, porphyry Cana 
vase from, 118. 

Martin, St., of Tours, 119. 

Martini, John de Castro, 414 n. 

Mason, Rev. Canon A. J., 401 «. 

Mauduit, arms of, 451. 

Mayence Museum (Germany), gilt bronze brooches, 
122. 

Mayhew, arms ascribed to, 471. 

Maynard, Guy, keeper of the Saffron Walden 
Museum, exhibit of Latc-Celtic dagger by, 569. 

Measden (Herts.), manor of, 418. 

Medain Salih (North Arabia), rock-tombs of, 191. 

Mddicis, Marie de, coronation of, 112, 113. 

Medmenham (Bucks.), abbey of, bequest to, by John 
de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Mcdracen or ‘Tomb of King Juba’, 190. 

Medusa head, jet cameo, 572. 

Mellitus, archbishop of Canterburj-: burying-place 
of, 392; tomb of, 388, 393, 395, 397. 

Mdly, F. de, on the so-called Cana vases, 118 n. 

Mepham, Edmund de, arms and slab of, 516. 


1 Mepham, Simon, archbishop of Canterburj', arms of, 
516,530. 

Mercia, organization of the church in: Danish 
Mercia, 88-93; English Mercia, 93-7. 

Mereworth, arms ascribed to, 509, 537. 

Merkedes, Men6jaos, excavation work in Cyprus, 
192. 

Mersan, Marion de, 143. 

Metcalf, Nicholas, master of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, indenture of, regarding the grate for 
the tomb of the Lady Margaret Beaufort in 
Westminster Abbey, 373-6. 

Middlesex, early organization of the church in, 64, 
96 (see also under Churches of the Domesday 
Survey). See Harrow, Stratford, Syon. 

.Migeon, M., 144. 

Milan Cathedral, book-cover with enamels, 138; gold 
altar-casing, 134, 135, 141. 

Mildenhall (Suffolk), palaeolithic implements from 
Warren Hill, 200, 203. 

Mildred, St, burying-place and translation of remains 
of. 390, 392; tomb of, 394, 400. 

Millet, S. G., n the Abbey of Saint-Denis, J03, 
110-12, 116, 120, 121, 125-7, 130, 137. 141. 148, 

151- 

Milton by Sittingbourne (Kent), arms in church at, 
471. 

Milton, near Gravesend (Kent), bequest to church, 
4 * 7 . 418, 434; Lord Justice Coke’s house a't, 
422. 

Minns, E. H., 401 n.' 

Minoan remains in Cyprus, 182, 184, 185, 187, 189, 
192, 193. 

Mithridates, vase of, in the Louvre, 142. 

Mittelzell in Reichenau, Cana vase at, n8. 

Mohun of Dunster, arms of, 458, 491, 493, 541-4, 
557 - 

Mohun, Joan, Lady, benefactor to the cathedral and 
priory of Christ Church, Canterbury, 543 
monument and will, 543. 

Molinier, M., 153, 154. 

Molinton, Sir Thomas, arms of, 524. 

Mompesson, arms ascribed to, 516. 

Monceau, Abbot Guy de, gifts to the Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 155, 157. 

Monfaucon, Bernard de, 104, 122. 

Monins, arms ascribed to, 469. 

Monkton (Kent), arms in church ascribed to Queen 
Edith, 552. 

Monolithic chambers: Amrit (Phoenicia), 182; ‘An¬ 
nunciation Chapel’, near Larnaca(Cyprus), 184; 
PhaneromiSni Chapel, Lamaca, 181,184; Selwdn 
= Siloam (J udaea), 182, 186, 187, 190. 
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Moiiucuie, ami of, 48^, 407. $»>, 547,528,541, 

543 * 545 * 555 » SSS. 

Montagu, atma uf, ^05. 

Mohtbi>utJu.T, anna of, 482, 487, 497. 

Monlgr>niery, Harl Riigrr <Ie, 93. 

Montgnmcrj', Sir Thoirm, ir^ilda tho rhapcl of 
Our Ladyi abbty of Tomwr Mill, 356, gta. 
Monthemer, ams of, 305, 489. 407 . 5»>. 5»7» 545. 

sss. 

Monuments: Ash (Kent); John Septvons, 529. 
Canterbury, Abbey church of St. Austin: St, 
Adrian, 393; St. Mildted, 394; Saxuii atch> 
bialiops — SL Austin, 393-5: DeuaUcilit, 393: 
Hononus, 393, 398; Jiiatum 393. 395. 398^; 

IJiurcnce. 3^ 393, 395-8; Mrlliliis, 393. 395, 
397. Canterhtny, Si. fVter'a Church r Thomas 
Ikham and his wife, 483 Castle tledlnp^ham 
church (Essexi: John de Veer, I5lh oail ol 
Oaford, 3080., 309 a. Cofiic Priory (Kitscxi: 
John dc Veer, 13U1 carl of Oxford, and Ilia wife 
. Mai'gairt, 27^8^ 310, 311. tghUiam Church, 1 
(Kent): Sir Thomaa Cawne, 479. Ravenna : 
Throdoric, 384, Sainl*Dcnis, Abhcy of: Al¬ 
phonse, Countof Eu, 1J7; Charles Martel, 107 iv.; 
Cliaries the Bold, 107 tao n., 130, 131 ; 
Cloduodr, to7 h. ; Oagobcrl 1, 108, 109, 114 ; 
Hugura Ca{M:l, 107 n.; Olhim, io7n. ; Sl Louis, 
loS; kings of France and other royal tombs, | 
*07, 155. Westminster Abbey: Ayincr de 
Valence, earl of Pembroke, 406, 425,443; Laify 
Margaret Beaufort, couiiteaa of Kiclituuud and 
Derby, 365 -76 ; William dc Valence, 117, West 
Pctdihum I Kent): Sir William Colepcper, 548. 
Monza (Italy): crown given by Thcodellnde at, 145; 

mnth'Ccntury iron crown, 146. 

Morttain, count of, 69, 97, 

Morlcy, Robert dc, arina of, 475. 

Mortaria, Kuuiaii, from aile of St. MnrliiiVIc-Orand, 
London, 253-5, a58-<ix 
Morteyn. arms ascribed to, 478. 

Monirocr, arras of, 458. 490, 492, 506, 514, 515, 519, 
5 * 7 . 5.53-5; badge of, 464. 

Mortimer of Atlicborougli, urma of^ 539. 

Mortimer, Roger, couBpiracy of, 404, 405, .|io. 
Mortimer, Sir Thomas, aims oC 537- 
Morton, arms of, 451. 

Morton, John, archbishop of Canterbury, 451, 454, 
Mowbray, atma ot 478, 488, 541-4, 553, 

Mowbray, Jubii, Lord, anm of, 459. 

Mowbray, Tbumas, rari m^trshal, .trms of, 459. 
Munrfaenay, Diohy&ia de, 421, 422. 

Mundien&y, Riclurd de, 428. 

Munich (Genmuiy): book-cover vnth enamels in 
VOL Ltvt. 


IJhrar}', 138; crown of Ibr Emprcaa Kunigundc 
at, 148,147; St. Emmcran’a (ioaiicls at, 135. 
Mtirray, Sir Jantes A. U., i 447. 

Muschamp, anus ascribed to, 467, 509, 

Musautmaii art, 137, 142, 144. 

Myres, Prof. |tdin L.: Notes oh tbe 'Prison of 
Sk. Calltarine* at Saiainis in Cyprus, T79 94. 

N 

Nangis, William de, 149: 

Naiiihildc, Quccii, bracelets of, 127, tsr; image of. 

106, 109. 

Naples Antony of, houac aiui garden of. Tower llilL 
London, 35*^ 36a 

Naples, Farne&eTazxa vase at, lao. 

.Napoleon, coronation of, 120,132, 150, 156. 

National Gallery: wing of it Idto flAeenlb-century 
ahar-pierr, representing iiictdciits bi the legend 
of St. Giles, 105. 

Navarre, arms of, 46a, 555. 

Navarre, Joan of (queen of Henry IV). .irms of, 457, 

549. 555 - 

Ncru, coin of, London, 240. 

Nether Avon (Wittit.)rcinain» of Saxon work iu churdi 
at, 73. 

Nettlestcod (Kent), emblem of St John the Ev-angelist 
In cUurdi window, 308. 

Ncury-Saint*S<i(mkrc(lndn;),circuIarBlupeofdiurcli 
of, 384- 

Nevlll. amts of, 491, 494 - . 50 ». Sa?. 54 »-.^ . 5 . 55 , .“Sb. 
Nevill, Sir John (son of Ralph, first Earl of Wcstnior- 
laud), arms of, 543, 553. 

Nevill, Sir Thtimm-, 458. 

Newburgh, arms of, 318- 
Newenham, arms ascribed to. 5aa 
Newington oe.xt Siltlngboiime (Kent), uruu and 
brass ascribed to tbc Digges family in church at, 
466; anuB of Lucies, .(66. 

Nrwnham (Cambs.), skeleton found at, 570. 

Newton, £. T.t Note on the remains of ananala found 
during cxcavatioiiB on ilic site of St. Martin'ede- 
Grund, London, 262-3, 

New York Metropolitan Museum of Art, carved 
sarcophagus firom Cyprus, 190. 

Nicholas of Utc Thorn, abbot of St Austin’s, Canter¬ 
bury, 387. 

Nlckalla, Guy, pabwoliths collected by, 216 «. 

Notinc, arms ascribed to, 529. 

Norlidk, Eliiabeth Arundel, duchess of, armauT, 459. 
Norfolk, John Mowbray, duke eif, anua of, 543. 
Norfolk, Miirgaret BroUicituii, duchess of, seat of, 
488. 

4c 
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Norfolk, Thomas dc Drolhciloii. eail of, anna of, 
459- 4^. 54S. 54+- 

Norlolk. rtioiiitia Mowbruy, diik»' of, 159, 553, 

Norfolk, enily oi^nixatinn of the rhurch In, 63,64, 
85-8 {iiv aljui Hndtr Churches of the Dojuesduy 
Survey) Sf* Dlackborou^h. UtouiLliill, L'lin- 
ham. Ttempton, Lynne. Waliingluni. 

Norland, arms ascribed to, 505. 

Norman, Philip: cxcMvatlona by, on site of .St. MartiiiV 
le*Gnuid, Loudon, xja, 36a; on Koman 
ruiiaiiut i» London, 325, aa8, 235, 238, 241. 
NorihampUtnahire, early org,iniratli>n of the church 
in, 64, go, gr (stv 11/40 untitr Chui'chca of the 
ffomodaj' Survey). 

Northbounie, Lord, 400. 

Northlleet (Kent), muiiiiment to Wiliam W,imleford 
and his wife in tlie cbtnx'h, 480. 

Northumberland, Percy, i;arl of, arms ascribed to, 
500, 55a, 555. 

Nuilliwcxul. arms of. 461. 

Norton, arms of, 480, 

Norway, arms of, 46a. 552. 

Norway, bingof: iet lluco. 

Noninghiun. anna of, 493, 516, 536. 

Nottinghaniahirr. early organiMfion of the ch««rdj in, 
64,89-90 ttlsn Mw//er Churches of the Domes* 
day Survey). 

Nowrr- of Kent, arms of, 453. 

Nowera, Krnneut, InTaltl^paintir, 433. 

Nuns hSinoreaites and Mary de St. I'o), countess of 
Pcmbrtjfce, 42(1 a., |2i, 423. 

Nuremberg Museum (Gennany), gold biuodi fmtn 
R.-ivcniia, 127. 

O 

Odiarne, .-mn!. ascribed to, |h7. 

Odo, hUhop of Uaj'eux, 39T, 

Ogle, Robert, Uaron. uf Dothall, arroa Aaciibcd to, 
477.5.57- 

OhncfabicIcRu'litnr, Max, on Cyiiriute antiquities, 
i8i>-2, 186. 187, 193. 

Okelry, William, executor of the will of John dc 
Veer, 13th e.sri of Oxtord, 387. 318. 
t'tidcastic; arms of. 472.31.3. 
t >tdcastle. Sir John, artm of, 47-2. 

Oidcostlc, )*ady (Juan L>cla|>oIc‘). arma of, on hnias 
at Cubiiaiii Ciiuich (Kent), 47X 
Oiuuiil, IL un the iiiv< iUm-y of the Abliey of Saint- 
Dciiia, 103. 104. 

(rpgall, arms aarrihed to, 332. 

Orchard, arms of, 47ft. 

Orlcvrerle. 124 . 125 . 134 , 151 . 


Oriflamme, histoiy of the. nh. 

Orpington iKcnt), arms on brass of William Gulhy 
In churdi at, 475. 

Oswald, Dr, Felix, ada. 

O&wuld, king of Remicfci, crtHs erected by, 06. 

OmwmKI, St^ crown and reliquary of, llildeaiiciin 
(U.inov'cr), 146.147. 

Otium I Kent), arms un tomb of Nlchubu* de Sainiwieli, 

498. 

Othon, tomb of, 107 n. 

Om L.tdy, images of, 277 81, ago 3, 3I0 13, 339, 
343; whh the Trinity In her womb, 300. 34a. 

Oxfijol, EliralKth Howard (s«w Juris Daromata l^laix), 
countess of; 275. 305, 

Oxford, Flizubctli Scrope, muniess of, 076; arms of, 
306, 33a; brqnest to. 381. 38a, 286. 293, 297; 
cx«a:titor of will of her husband Jolui de Veer. 
i3ih earl. 287, 318, 

Oxford, John dc Veer, lallt earl nl| 375. 

Oxford. John de Vet-r, i-^ih eari nf; Atimtral of 
England, 276, 395. 307; annuities and bequests, 

287, 316-19; apparel, 282. agt. 301. 342, 343; 

nraw. heraldic. 277, 281, 283-5. 287, 293, 294, 
29*. 397. .yi-g, 3U. 3JIL 3‘5. 328. 330, 33a 4U, 
34.5; badges, 284, 283, jot, 30a, 304, 306-9; 
— *caly girylamiid’, 284, 3^ 398, 301, 303 
304 ytiS, 309, 315, 337, 328, 337 4*. 348; 
biogntplilral details, 275, 27ft, 305; burial, 276; 
rh.tiiis, 286, 294 6, 298, 33a; culidr«, 29.1, 295, 
298,33c! death, 276, 288; exmitore, 387, 313, 
318; gold chain .ind whistle. a86, 295, agft, 307, 
3‘*. rolDr of the Order ol the Garter, 

*95. *99. 3"*: hercditaiy Great ChamberGin, 
*7S. 27*. 27®. 2®3. *83. 294. 297, 30S. 311, 315, 
.33.3 i lauded estates, 387; imuriagcx, 376, 305, 
;4 Ci 6; niununii-nt. 376-8, 310, 311; rob«. 30T, 
•jua, 3(3, 343: seal, 287. 304, .405; whistles. 
a80, 295. 301, ,402. ,343.347; will and lesuunviit, 
last. 276 tV., 287, 310-au. 

Intxntvry uf guoiG and chaltcbi nf the i3lh Carl 
of Oxfui'd: At Coinn Priory -plate, 338; rrvrtti^-. 

288, agi, 301, 337; while chamber, 287, 320-2. 
Ai lledingham Castle-armery house (arms and 
weapons), 288, ago, ,423; ormury dionibcr (alore- 
Itouse). 288, 290, 324; ehambtT over iIk* pnreli, 

3*7 i vlerk of lh» kitchen's clmmluir, 288, 
290, 334; «iunu-a»‘a inner chamber, 262, 288. 
ago, ja6; earl's great chamber. 283, 288, ago, 
3 * 3 ' 3*5; c*iTs iudgiiig i-lumlH-r, aSa, 314, 
t-tvery, 288, ago, 325; gaolrwntnm'a chamber, 
o8», a88, 2go, JI4, 326; king's chamber, 383, 
314, kitdien, 283. 288, 334; Mr. Ijinton’s 
chaiubcr, -aB8, 324; Mr, Veer's chamber, a88, 
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Oxford, Earl of (continued). 

324; Mr. Voyelly’s chamber, 288, 324; Mr. 
Walgrove’s (Waldegrave’s) chamber, 288, 327; 
parlour, 288, 290, 325 ; parlour under Mr. Veer’s 
chamber, 288, 327. At the monastery of St. 
John, Colchester, 288, 303, 347, 348. At Sudbury 
College (Suffolk), 288, 291, 300, 302, 338-47. , 

Goods and chattels—altar-cloths, 277-9, 281, 
284, 285, 290, 299, 301, 311-13, 315, 326, 338-42, 
347 ; altar-frontlets, 299, 301, 339-42; arms and 
armour, 283, 290, 291, 300, 301, 315, 323, 341 ; 
arras, and counterfeit arras, 283, 289, 302, 303, 
315. 32 c 322, 325, 327, 345, 347; bankers 
(cushions), 302, 345, 346; basons and bowls, 
silver, 296-8, 309, 312, 329, 332-8; beds and 
bedroom furniture, 282, 283, 285, 287, 289-91, 
302, 303, 314, 320, 323, 324, 326, 327, 344, 346, 
347; books, 278, 281, 300, 311, 314, 316, 338, 
341. 342; candlesticks, 278, 281, 284, 311, 313- 
15- 335-7. 342, 347; canopies, 303, 341, 346; 
carpets, 282, 283, 289, 290, 303, 304, 314, 322, 
345, 348 (sec tapets); church and chapel stuff', 
277-81, 288, 291, 298-301, 310, 311, 313, 338- 
42; coffers, 288, 294, 296, 298, 327, 33T, 336; 
copes, 299, 311-13, 315, 339-41; counterpoints 
(counterpanes), 283, 289, 302, 303, 314, 315, 321, 
322, 324, 326-8, 343-7; coverlets, 302, 303, 322; 
crosses, 278, 279, 281, 283-5, 293, 294, 311-14, 
329. 330. 336, 338. 342; cups and flagons, gold 
and silver, 278, 279, 281, 283, 293. 294, 296-8, 

306, 311-15, 330-2, 334, 336-8; curtains, 289, 
302, 314, 326, 342, 346; cushions, 302, 303, 306, 

307. 343. 346 8; dornix, 302, 323, 325, 327, 344, 
346; embroidery, 328; fire-irons and fire-dogs, 
284, 290, 326; font, silver-gilt, 292, 293; gold 
eagle, 277, 284, 310, 315, 326; horses and 
geldings, 288, 291, 328; images of saints, 277- 
86, 290-3, 310-13, 329, 342; jewels, 277-80, 
283, 288, 290, 291, 294, 311-15, 329, 332; 
kitchen stuff, 314, 328; linen, 283, 290, 302, 314, 

321, 325, 327, 341, 343; monstrances, 278, 293, 

311. 329; organs, 291, 300, 328; ornaments, 
277. 285, 286, 299, 313, 314; paxbredes, 278, ; 

298, 335. 336; pewter vessels, 283, 290; plate, 
gold and silver, 278-82, 284, 285, 288, 293, 296, 
298, 299, 311-15, 329-37; reliques, 329, 335; 
salts, 282, 293, 294, 298, 312-14, 329, 330-2, 
337; sparvers, 282, 285, 302, 314, 321, 322, 324, 
327 > 344. 346; spoons, 335-7; standards, 283, 
293, 296, 299, 314, 332, 338, 340, 343; tapestry, 
282, 283, 289, 302, 303, 314, 315, 321, 322, 324-6, 
328, 343-7; tapets (carpets), 283, 289, 312-14, 

322, 325, 326, 328, 344-7; vestments, 277, 281, 


Oxford, Earl of (continued). 

284, 299, 301, 310-13, 315, 326, 339-42; ward- 
robe stuff, 282, 30X, 302, 320, 342, 343; wine, 
290, 328. 

Oxford, John de Veer, 14th earl of, bequest to, 286, 
315 - 

Oxford, John de Veer, 15th earl of, monument in 
Castle 1 ledingham church (Essex), 308 n., 309;/. 

Oxford, Margaret Nevill, countess of, 276, 277; arms 
of, 285, 302, 305, 314, 328, 330, 333; tomb of, 
277. 310 - 

Oxford, Richard de Veer, nth earl of, arms ascribed 
to, 465, 466. 

Oxford: All Souls College, ‘ Huntsman ’ salt at, 
282; Balliol and Merton Colleges, statutes of, 
424; Black Friars of, bequests to, by John de 
Veer, earl of Oxford, 280,310,313 ; New College, 
arms of Richard Gascoigne on brass at, 503. 
See also Ashmolean Museum, Bodleian Librarj-. 

Oxfordshire, early organization of the church in, 
89, 95, 97 (sec also tindee Churches of the Domes¬ 
day Survey). See Beckley, Oxford. 

P 

Page, William: Some remarks on the Churches of 
the Domesday Survey, 61-102. 

Painting: fifteenth-century altar-piece, representing 
incidents in the legend of St. Giles, 105, 108, 
109, no, 113, 114, 125, 131, 134-7, 141. 147. 
149, 158 n. 

Paladru, Lake of, near Voiron (Isere), iron spur-like 
object from, 352. 

Palaeoliths: Cockerhurst Farm, near Shoreham 
(Kent), 213, 214; Gerrard’s Cross (Bucks.), 
316//.; Rickmansworth (Herts.), 195-208, 213, 
214, 216, 217, 223. 

Palestine, tombs of, 165, i68, 173-5, 178, 182, 186, 
187, 189, 190. 

Palmyra (Syria), tombs of, 171, 172, 175. 

Panels : of frontal of the golden altar in St. Ambrose, 
Milan, 135; of retable. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 134, 
135 ; of the binding of St. Emmeran’s Go.spels, 
Munich, 135. 

Paphos (Cyprus), tombs at, 167-9, 175. 178. 

Papworth’s Ordinary, roll of Richard 11 , 463 ff. 

Paris: Archives nationales : inventory of the Abbey 
of Saint-Denis, 103. Bibliotheque nationale : 
manuscripts and book-covers once belonging to 
the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 103, 104, 138«. 
Cabinet des Estampes: drawing of the ‘Ecrin 
de Charlemagne’, 104,128; drawings by Peiresc, 
104. 143- Cabinet des Medailles: alabaster vase. 
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fragment of, ti8 ; Byzaiiiiae intaglio ofailutpiiin, 
123: chair from Utc Abtu-'y of Saint-Denis, lut; 
cholcciluny Iniiil of Otnatantine, 157; ' Coupe 
dc* I’(oknM.*eii119, lao; 'Ctive dc porphyre*, 
118; gold rhalice, 133; ivory chessmen (twelllh 
rentiiry), 151-a; jade gondola, 126, jewellery, 
fragment of, t37; sardonyx gundutu, 153; tlirviic 
of Dagobert, ttS- Ouny Muacunit hmn»>gilt 
brooches Irwa Valence cl'Agen. 137; CartO' 
vingian ivory belonging ro n binding. 135 M.; 
claap, attributed to the founecnth centur>', 151; 1 

golden nltar^ntnl. 136Vlslgotltic crowns, 
145. £cole des Deaux-<\rts: siuac lavabo from I 
the Abbey of Smat*Dcnis, 155). La Saintc 
Chapcile, rciica in, 111, 149. T.nuvrr> fGalerie 
d'Apoliuiil: cfialirea, crjutal, 144; chasse, thlr- 
iccntli century, 117; clasp, attributed to St. Loub, 

151; coronation clasp, t.^r; crown, Jewelled, of 
silver-gill. 157; ewer, Abbot Suger'a, 143; 

— crystal, of Uie tenllj century, *37; mantle- I 
clasp, Icwcllcd, 157; paten of green serpentine, ' 
123; plate of lapiit larnill, 154 ; — illver-gih, 
‘Jv4J f*«Sf gold, attributed to St. LotiU, 157; 

— of fourteenth centuiy, J35; aceptir, gold, 
sumiinmtnl by statuette of CharlcinagiK*, 150, 
156; Bpura, gold. 150-1: stotueUcufthc Virgin, 
silver-gilt, 156; vase, alabaaler Cana, tl8; 

— Ivgyptian porphyry, u8j — of Mithridates, 
142; — bf Queen Eleanor, T4», 

l*arr, John, arras aacribed to, 499. 

Parry, arm* of, 5od 

Paadial, Ahlrot, seal of, 3t^, 

Paahlry of Pashley, in Ticehurst (Susacx), .inns 
ascribed to. 479. 

Pashlcy, Sit Julin, urnis of, 479. 

PrUenit, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 108, IT7, 123. 124. 
141, J43. 144, 135 n. 

P.iul, St„ gold and silvcr-gilt images of. 109, 128, 

433. 

Paiinton. arms of. 522 4, 530.531. 

Paumon. Sir I lugb, anus oC 333, 524. 

Pavciry, Sir Walter, nrms ascribed to, 557. 

Pax. silver. Abbey of Saint-Dem^ tob. 

Pearce, Canon E. II.. 366. 

I’eckbam. John, archbishop of Canterbury, arms 
ascribed to, 527. 

Pcckhani, Weal (Kent), altar 4 <mib of Sir Willlatu 
Crdvprjier, 548. 

Prdwardyn, arms aacribed to, 517- 

Peers, C. R., tea a. 

Pelresc, M,, of rUx-en-Provcnce (Kranec), drawings 
by. 104, 143. 144. 145. 

Pekhaui of W’rolbuin, arms oij 478. 


Pelham, arms a&crlbed to. 548, 531. 556. 

Pelbant, Sir John, amis and *eal of, 54B. 

Prmbmlce, Agncj* tU- Mortimer, eraintras uf. 411. 

Pembmke, Aymer de Valenrr, earl of: arraa of, 490; 
career and character, 404,405; dc.-ith and burial, 
41A 409, 420,423-7.4.30,4.35.436 44b; lands 

uud property, 404, 412, 414, 437-40: nuuriage 
(i) to Beatrice of Clemiont NCclc, 405; {2) to 
Mary de St. Pol, 354, 403, 405; poem in bonour 
of. H3-b; tomb, |oA .J33. >43; will, |ta, 430. 

l‘en3broke. John de Hastings, earl of, 413 w ; .irms 
of, 490. 

Pembroke. Laurence de liaiftbrga, carl ul^ 411. 

Pcmbw>ke, Maty do St Pol, eniintcas of^ 401 -46 
Ircqursta and beneCiClionis 354, 417, 418. 420, 
43^*5; hiith and family conne.xions, 402-3; 
breviHTlu and books of devotion, 420, 42.1-b, 
4.42 3; calendar of rcfcrcncia relalittg to, 408; 
charities of, 414, 416-197 colb^inn of chureb 
Itanglnga, rrlira, and images, 426, 433; court 
rolls, 414, 44r-2; death of, 413, 417. 420. 430; 
deeds and eliartera, 413 15,417.425,429, dower, 
412, 413, 4'tu; camuiniea by, 413; foundress, uf 
clutniry in Cripplegatr, 418; — of Denny Abbr:y, 
t'3. 4^5. 4’7-**. 44‘; — nf Pembroke 
College, Cambridge, 401, 406, +it, 413.415.419. 
4*>, 422-4, 4,^0, 44t; grants and privilege* 
cbtairuil by, 4I9; household uccuutUs, fingincnl 
of. 436: itint.’ntry of 431-2; lands and r* 05 ses- 
sinna. 412-16, 422-6, 430. 431, 442-3; letter*. 

426, 435-43; loans by, 414,441-2; manor rolls. 
414; roan iAgc 403. 405, 428; malcriala for life 
of, 401. 402. 408; ped^rre, 402-3, 405 (anr 
gcnealogicHl tree facing p. 402); prraonal friimtia, 

427, 428; jirlirions of, .jaA, 435; plate, jewels. 
Arc., 447, 424. 426, 433; relations with England 
and France. 409 ta. 430, 442; religious life, 
416,419 21, 427, 429, 430; rtsidcuee*, 416,4J9. 
422; seals, 425; aervanUattil de{M;ndui( 3 . 429; 
will. 4J7, 418, 420, 432 3. 5 ee also Pembroke 
College uttJtr Cambridge. 

Pembury fKciit), aliirlda of CuU'ixqjer and lianirc* 
siiull on buttreseen of church, 495. 

Penbnigt, arms Ascribed to, 509. 

PenshuTSt, Stephen dc, anus ascribed to, 473. 

Percy: sec Nortliunibcthmd. earl uC 

Perot of Kiiuwlinn, arms ascribH to, 501. 

Peter, Ling of I.tron and Castile, arms of, 49a. 

Peter, St., gold and silver-gilt images of, 109, 128, 
291, 292. 3ta, 339 . 426, 433; stair of, 122; 

Petra (Arabia Petraeal, urcbitccturc of, 163. 175: 
rock cuuings, rjy. 

Petrie, Prof Flinders, 190. 









INDEX TO VOLUME LXVT 


P<-vcn;l, Brink 6f, 4B6. I 

Pi’Vfrrl nf CbmUc Aviiby, amiii BkcrSbctl to, 41)7, 52CL 
Pryforrr, amiB of, 470. 

Pcyfcirer, Fiilki?, arms awribed to, 470, 5.tix 
Philibcn, Sl, arms ,ucribcd to, 530. 

Pliilip 1 of FrooM, adopts the orifbitnnc, 116. 

PliflSp 1] (ftiilip Augustus) of France, carries the 
uridtuunie, tJ6; gifts to the Abbey of 
Dr.nia, 149. 15M, 153; Oratoiy of, 152; tomb of, 

III. 

Philip VI of France, 403. 

Philip. St, silver^lt image of, 291, apa, 329. 

Phillpot. John, Somerset heniM : ehurch notes in 
Kent, 470, 477, 480. 490. 537. 557: notes on the 
licnildry in the vluisters of Canterbury Culhedrai, 
450 . 45‘i 4f2 *’■- 

PhJJippa of Ilainault (queen of Edirard III), 427. 
Phillips, John, auditor for the nccounU of Wrm’s 
City churches, 6 
Philpot, uiiiui of, 499, 557. 

Phneniria; iduni from, 190, 191 ; tombs, 163, tUC^ 
<91. 

Phoenix Assurance Company, I,omion, excavatinn 
oil site of new offices, -263. 267, 269. 

Pitsj llarnficld, Swauscumbe (Kent), 205, 217; 
Chea{mi(iL*, Lumlun, 238; Christ's llospital, 
London 238; Croxiny Green, Rickman^tvorlli 
(Herts.), 195. >97. *99. *‘>‘>* 

320, 22t, 2213, 324 ; Croxleyhall Wood, Rick- 
muiiBwurth (Herts.), 198-201, 204, 207, 209; 
King Wililiuu SCicet, London, 23B, 264 7, 371^ 
273; I^ongVRlIcyWood.Ricknuuisvvorlh(Herts.), 
197-300, aoa-4, 307. 209-11, ^'3. =>‘6. =*>8. 

3-30; Mill End, Rickmansworth (Hens.), 195-7, 

301 , 204, 206 g, 3 X 1 , 3X3, 3X5. 3X7, 330 , 331 , 

339; Royal Exchange. London, 337, 364; St 
Martin's-Ic-rirand, London, 336, 370, 372; 

SL Paul’s Churrhynnl, London, 337, 338. 

Pix of llawkhurst, arms ascribed to, 490. 

Plancht’, J. R., vl Corner ^ cited, 473, 49s 
498. 53^ 

Plantsgenet, badge a.srribeU to, 464, 

Plaques: oopper^ilt, with inisgi.' of Su Denis and 
two oiigeht. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 1257 gold. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 134 ; from Siberia, ra-j w. 
Plates, clay, Rnnuiii, from olle of SL Martin’s le^ 
Grand, txmdnn, 350, 353. 

Plotter, ’rhomjvs, the younger, of ibuJc, uLToiint of 
Uie treasures of Saint-Denis, 104 n., to? t$., ugw., 

150 n. 

PInckley, armn ascribed to, 501. 

Pluckley (Kent); arms in painted gla.>«i, 537; arms 
on brass. 536. 
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PlurciMkn of Pliircndm, .tmia xscrilird to, 477. 

Poictieis and Cornwall, RicKsnl, earl of, arms of, 
525. 

PniluTsfFnuiee): battleof, 409; treavircs from, tig. 

Poll (Cyprus), 'kukim* tombs at, 1*4, 165, 177, 
1/8. 

Politlku (CyTinift), 190; * Royal Tonih’> rftx, 

Punipeii, Temple of Isis at, 190. 

Poplmni, sniul of, 512, 547. 

Porcien, family of, 403. 

P.-irpItyry: aluir, poitHlile, Abbey of Saint-DenlH, 
107; rohimne, Ablwy ofSHint-Dciiia, rug; table 
of, Abbey of Saini-Drnis, 139; Abbey of 

Saint Denis, irb. 141.1445 Convent of St P.mil 
sl Marseilles IFronce 1,118; H ildcsheitn ( 11 ano ver l, 

118; Rsveiiiis 1 1 Udy), i x8. 

Porter, arms allidliuted to, 47X. 

Portrait, intagliov of Julia, rlaiightcr of Titus, 139, 

Port Royal (France), alabaster Giina vase from, 

118. 

Portugal, anna of. 462. 54C, 350, 5591 

PurtU|pil, Philipr, ipU3.’ii of, xmu uf, 457. 

Pot*, day, Roman, from sit** ofSi. Marlin's-lc-Orand, 
l^ndon, 248. 350. 052, 253. 

Potters’ stamps. La Graufesenque, 339, 356 IT.; 
Lexuux, 339, 340, 344, 358 IT.; Lundun, 340, 
344, 353-83, 368-9; Rlieinxabcm, 339, 240; 
various, 039, 340. 

Pottery; geometrical. Solomis (Cyprus), 185. Groeco- 
Phoenician, Sabuiiis (Cyqirus), 185,193. Roman: 
King Williiim Street, l3>ndon, 265-9; Royal 
Exchange, London, 337; St. Paul’s Chtirchyard, 
London. 237, 238. St« also Samian wore. 

Putts, Rev. R. l)., director of cxcavaiiona on siti* of 
Sl Atialin'o Ahhey, C.intcrbury, 378, 390 
399 , 

Potyn, arms of, 470. 540 

Poyniiigs, atraa of, 461, 4B3, 486. 487, 497, 518, 3x8, 
530, 533^: badge of, 483; ]M.>digree of, 461. 

I^oynlnga, Sir M irluiel dr, aral oii 483. 

Pt*yninga, Richard, l.ord, arms ascribed to, 534. 

Poynings, Thomas, Lord, will of, 487. 

Prag Museum (llohcmial, silver iRTfiiratctl spoon, 
144. 

Preider John, Einitemr, arms ascribed to, 550. 

PreKtwIdi, Sir Joseph, art, 2X2. 

Pridtraux, Sir Walter, 26a. 

Proude of Sl Alphugc, CHiitcrlHiry, arms of, 496. 

Provence, Nriiui of, 46a, 350. 

Provence. F.lexnorof (queen of Hciny HI), arms of, 
,•> 56 . 

Pyncr. Harold. 40a. 

Pyxes, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 117. 
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Q 

Qiiarrits: wv Cyprus. 

i^uedlinburg Callifdrel (Ccrmiiii}*), alahaAtcr Cnnn 
viibein, tj8. 

K 

RhIkI, Dantpl, 145. 

Rninham (Kent), antiR In windows ^rchiircii, 536. 
Ramsey, arm^ ascHbcvi to, 558. 

Ramsey Abbey (tluni».). bull uMiIirniing privileges 

oC 63* 

KikwbEkra, tumr 'AinwAk (Emmatis), Judaea, tombs 
■I. 174, t86. 

Ravhclall, Rev. H., r>n Universities In llie Middlr 
Ages, 474. 

Ras'cnna (Italy); chuneb of San Vitale, 379gold 
broodt Uom, 137 ; jairphyry Cana \'ase in Santa 

384. 

Maria in Porto, iiS; tomb of Thcodoric at, 
Rawlinnon, Biahop Richard, purchase of mumweriptw 
relating to the building of City churches by 
Sir Christopher Wren, 1. 9,10. 
knymsfordt anus ascribed lu, 558. 

Rend, Sir Chui tea iderruIrA : On a brotue object of 
llir taitr-CeUir period recently added to tlie 
BritlBh Museum. 349-52. 

Reader, Francis W., on Roman rrmnins in London, 
aa5. 238, 235, 338, 341, a6g «, 

Reading Abl>cy (Ikila.), arm% ascribed to, 326. 
Kecuivcr (Kcnt)^ remains bf Saxon work iii chiVrrh 
83 

Reirhcl, Rev. 0. J., on churches and diurch endow¬ 
ments in (he chivcnih ami twelfth centuries, 64, 

07. 

Reims, coroiuuliiii nf the kings of France at, 145. 
Reliquaries: oystal, nf the nintik century, British 
Muarum, (37; gold, Abbey ot Saint-Dtmis, 152; 
nail irliquaTy. tenlli centiuy, Triives Calhcdnil, 
of St. Andrew, at Tnevea (Germany). 138; 
of St. Oswald. Hildeshrim (Hanover), i^, 147; 
of the head of St Hilaire, 137 i silvcr-glll, Abliey 
of Saiiil-Drnia, 137. 152, 153. 

Rempatone, arms ascribed to. 54a. 

Rempstonc. Sir Thomaa, amia of, 527, 

Renan, E., on Phociiichui aniiquitics, 183,186, 189, 
T90. 191. 

Rcndleshaiii, Lord, owner of pits at Rickimuuworih 
(Hcrta.); 195. 

Kcne. King, itA 

ReitoiisaC work; gold panel of (he binding of 
St Emmcnin's Guspela at Munich, 135; group 


of the Crucifixion on book-cnvtw in the Loii\Te, 
i.)6; two M,irirs with the nngel at tlte grave oi 
Christ on silver-gill )>iatev 154. 

Ketalile>, Ahhey of Saint-Oenis, 107, JO9, Itu, 115. 

135, 138, 1;^, (35, tfti, 155 M., 

Rirharrl of Coningshonuigh ; atv Cambridge. 
Richards, Ivo, 26a. 

Richmond and l.>erby, Lady Margaret Beaufort 
countess of: death, 3GC, 360; exccutora of wilt, 
366,369; tomh in Hrnry the Seventh's chaprl, 
Westminster Ahhey, 365-711; — coniract for 
the grate. 37.3-6: • contraa for the tomb, 366 

73; - payraenti on behalf of. 309- 76. 

Richmond. John, eait of \ti. 1334). 409^ 4'3~>Si 4^> 
435-439 «• 

Riekmanftwortfa (Tlerts-), Researches at: Report on 
excavations made in 1914 on behalf of the BtlUsU 
Museum, 195 ^34: uiiimnltemuina,303; coIiUta, 
304,306, ao8; excavation riles ; Crnxiey Gnum, 
‘95- «97r *99- aai-8, aio, an, 315-17^ aao, aai, 
333,334 ; Croxleyh.ill Wood. 198 201. 204, soy, 
*>9; Long Valley Wood, 197 200, 202-4. *>7, 
309-11, 313, 315, ;m 6, aiS, 330; Mill End. 
*95 7»,a>»r 2069s 2»t) 2J3, 215, ary, aao, 

231, 229 ; gravrlk and geology of the district, 
196 It, 209-21; palaeoliths, 193 208, 213. 214, 
216,217,333. 

Riekmansworth Gravel Co,, owners of pita, 195, 309. 
Ridgeway, Prof. Wiliiam, nn bronze siurup-llhe 
objects found in Ireland, 350. 331. 
Kieux-Mdrinvillr (Aude), circular building at 385. 
Rigord, a monk of Saint-Dcnia, 1131/, 

Rings: gold, from site of St. Martin‘s-Ie-Grand, 
London, 240; of St. Denis, Abbey of Saint- 
Dcitlii, tat; pontlAcul, try; atgtici-ritig, aUrl- 
billed to St, Louis, 457. 

RoliCTt, abbot of Corbie, tvy, 

Roberts, arms ascriliei] to, 510. 

Robsart, arms aarrihed to, 518. 

Rochestci (KenlX the old bridge at, 479-60, 
Roek<uUlng and tomb-architccture in Cyprus during 
the Graeco^Ronion uccutmliutt, 159-7^ 
Roequemont, Guilhtumr tie, precentor of Saint- 
Denis, sIlvtT-gUi riaff of, 156. 

Roger, king of Sicily, 142, 154- 
Rokele, arnm ascribed to, 474. 

Rokeslcy, arma of, 487, .534. 535- 
Roland, horn of. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 133. 

Roman remains; Cantrrbiiry, St. Austin's Abbey, 
379i 367, :i88, 390, 39ft' Rushail I>oivii (Wilts.). 
34?. Htf lUso undtr t.ondoil. 

Roman wulU diacovered on the site of Leadciihatl 
Market, London. 225-35. 
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Rome^ arms <>{, ^Ca, 4^; Uarticrini CulIi'Cliun, 
silver penbratol ^jjuons, i^q.; circulMr 4hnpe rtf 
diurcli uf Sl Cunaliiita*, ^184. 

Room, William. Lord, arms ascn'Ixrl to, 511), 521, 
535. 53 <^ 

Ros, arms of, 4B2. 

Ross, L., OD Cypriote aiittijiiitics. 177, 178, 480. 
Russell, arms ascribed to, 479, 

Kothti, or Rodic, Sir William, 358, 

Rothyng, Richard, chantry founded by, abbey of 
Tower Hill, jsft. 

Round. Ji II., toa ti, 

Royal arms, +57 R. 48» oa, 506,521, 525, 527, 54a, 
.*>46, 550, 553-5, 559. 

Ruyal Institute of British Archiu-'cts, ' Designs fur 
Public Buildings* in I.ibniry nl^ 9. 

Ruysumont (France), abbey of, tombu in, ir7. 
Royston (Herts.), priory of, bluest to, by John dc 
Veer. 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Rcyton, arms of, 55O. 

RuduUl Down (VVilts.), iron spukcaluve from, 241. 
Kullaitd, early urganixaliun uf the cliurch in, 64, 90, 
91, 93 (wr «/« wwdlrr Churchw of the Domesday 
Survey), 

Ryan, Sir Gerald M., 269. 

S 

Sadler, Fred., collection of palaeolithic implements, 
202, -joS. 

SalTron Walden Museum (Esex)) Lat»>Ccltic d.xgger, 

369- 

St Achcid type of pal.neoiithic implements, 199, 200, 
201. 203, 204, 205, 207, 208, 2t6, 223. 

Si. Albans Abbey (IlcrU.): units ascribed lu, 543; 
bcr|uest to, by Mury de St. Pol, countesa of 
Pcmhrokr, 417-18, 433. 

St. Albans. Herts. Coiinty Museum, palaeolithic 
Impicinems, 300, 202, 203; sarsen,2io m. 
SAiiit'Dcnia (I'riuice), Abbey of. and tu uncient 
IrciUiutca, 103-58; altars: Malulinid (alun of tlic 
Trinity, Clmir, nr M’Autfl Sainel'k >05, to6, 107, 
108, 110, III, iia, 114, ia6^ 131, 133 137, 

139, 140, 141; — of St. Denis, 105, lodv ii(i. 
114, rrj, it$, 191, 128; — ol St. Peter and 
St. Paul (the llij^^h altar, 'MatUc Autel', nr 
Itreiid altar), 105, roG, luB, 109, no, 111, tru, 113, 
J14. 125, 128, 131, 134, 140, 149; — of the 
Marlyra |.S|, nriiis), in^ 114) —of the Relii'a, 

103, 114, 115; — portable. 107: alturdrunUls, 

»"9. «I7. '54 * 39 ' '4*. '4<^l allar.tablcs, 133; 

ancient arrangeiiieiit uf the clnireh, 106} apM;, 
115; ap!.e»salb., 114; arcade, n.|; armoimi, 

104, 115; boaina, xilvrr, 107, io8; batfi, n8. 
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Salnt'DeniN Abbey of {rontwunf}, 

119; * BoUe dVvangrfllairc138: boolKovera, 
1^; bottles, of beryl and crysUil, 142; liowls: 
of Chosroes H, lar, 123,133; — of St. l.ouis, 
'551 — silver, 134 i boxes, gold, 107; bracelets: 
of Duke Wolfar of A(}uitaine. ia8 j — of (Juccri 
NanUiildc, 127, 131; bronrr throne of Dagobcit, 
120; brnnxowork, rar j burettes, 144 ;*bybrron* 
ivith a lion’s head, 108; caitdclubia, 117, 134, 
139; canthorus, 119, 120; candleatJL'kn, 108,109, 
no; capitals of silvcr.gili. rQ7, tn8; censers, 
silver, 108; chairs. 121; ciialirrN, 108, 115, 117, 
121. 123, 141, 143. 144, 1551/.; — of St. Dcnia, 
121; diapcla. 116: rhapc( of the Abbot, 117; 

— of Nolrw-Damcda-Rlanchc. 1*5; — of Oitr 
Ijidy, loA; —of Si. Demetrius, 114, 115; — of 
St. Eustace, 1x5, —of St. Hilaire, 115; — -ol 
Sl Louis, 137; chassis, 112, 115, ir6, 117, 126, 

127, 154; ebasisc of St. Denis of Corinth. 107; 

— of St- Louia, 105, in8, 110,112 difwimen, 
133. *5'/ chevet, 112. 114, 115, 116, 118, 
iBi, 128, 139; choir. 106; dioir-screen, 108, 
140; choir-stalls, *39; coffer, 115: coftina of 
royal personage*, 114; — of St. Dcida, St. 
Ruhtieua, and Sf, Eleutheriiis, 115; — with 
Itoiiea of Si, Louie, tit ; columns; of copper' 
gilt, 107; — of porphyry, 109: — of the High 
altar, no; 'Coupe dcs l^ofoniCes119. 120, 
t? 3 . * 33 * * 43 . *44; croaic.rs, 117; crosses: mwa 
of Abbot Sugcr, 105. no. T14. 128. 139, 140, 
141; — of aiarlemagne. I25'«., 127, 131, 139; 

— of St. Eloy. ro7, log, 125, 126, 131; — of 
Sr, Laurence, 131-2; —over entrance to crypt, 
*.»; — processional, 132; — silver ^{Ul, 15511.; 

— wooden, 107, 141; crowns, itiiperial, 145-8; 
croMTi of Charlemagne. 147; — of Charles Uie 
Bald, 133; — of St, Louis, 155; — * La Sainlc 
Couronne’, *47-9; crucifixes, 106, 113, nj, 

128, 139, 140, 153, 155 /»,; talking emcifix*, 
** 4 f *49; crjTb ** 4 . >49: crystal bowl and 
knob, »44; cups: ugaU*. 143; - gold, 107; 
*Cuve dc porpliyrc', 115, n8; drawings of the 
treasures, 104; destruction during religious 
uoubiea, 106, 115. 117, *40. 149: — during 
Kcvoluiinnary period., 113. 115. ia6. 134, 136. 
*53 J eagle* silvcr^jilt, 127, 144; caglocbisps, 
‘a?* * 5 *; engic-keleni. 106. 107, IJ5. 139; 
effigies, srr images; enamel Wurk, 117; ‘Escrin 
du Cliarlemagnclog. 128, r4ft; ewer, agate, 
141, 14a; — crystul, 137; — of Abbot .Snger. 
Ha. *43: goldsmiths’ Work. 128, 136, 154; 
gondola, Jade. 128, 14,1, — sardonyx, 133; 
hands of juatia', 145, 130, 155; hoina, 133; 
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Saint-Denis, Abbey of fcontimied). 

images: of Queen Nanthilde, io6, 109; of 
St. Catherine, 155 «.; — of St. Denis, 125, 
155 «•; — of St. John the Evangelist, 106, 140, 
155, 156; — of St. Louis, 108; — of St. Nicho¬ 
las, 155 M.; — of St. Peter and St. Paul, i<^, 
128; — of the Trinity, no; — of the Virgin, 
106, 140, 155 «.; inkstand of St. Denis, 121,122, 
124; insignia; coronation, 145, 150; — of 

Charlemagne, 132,150; intaglio portrait of Julia, 
daughter of Titus, 129; inventories of the 
treasures, 103 ff.; jewels, 109, 112, 120, 126, 
128, 131, 132, 134, 135, 136, i 37 » i 39 t i 40 > 14L 
142, 143, 149, 150, 152, 153, 157: jubd, 113; 
lamps, 107, 117; ~ seven silver, 134, 139; 
lantern, copper-gilt, 133; lavabo, stone, 155; 
mantle-clasps, 145, 151, 155, i57» manuscripts, 
108, 138; Martyrium, 128; minor implements, 
108; mitres, 117; monuments: of Dagobert, 

105, 108; — of royal persons, 107 m., 108, 114, 
155; — wooden, 117; nave, 106; ‘nef’, 107; 
oriental pearl, 130; oriflamme, the, 116; panels, 
no, 134, 135; pastoral staff of St Denis, 115, 
n6, i2i; patens, 108, 117, 123, 124, 141, 143, 
144, 155 «.; pax, 108, 155 n. ; phial, agate, 145; 
piers, arcading, 107; plaques, gold, 134; plat¬ 
form, latten, no; pontifical rings, 117 ; porphyry 
columns, 109,128; precious stones, 109, 120,126, 
128, 130, 131, 134- 7 > 139-43- ^ 5 °- 152, 153- 157; 
pulpitum, 106, 139; relics, 113, 116, 121, 130; 

— cross, piece of the true, 125, 130, 152; 
— Crown of Thorns, 130, 148-9; — hairs of 
Our Lord, 148, 152; — head of St Denis, 128; 

— holy nails, 114 «., 127, 130, 149, 155 w.; 

— holy wood, 152; — purple robe, part of the, 
152; — rib and tooth of St Philip, 152; — 
shoulder of St. John the Baptist, 127; — swad¬ 
dling clothes, 152; — thorns of Our Lords 
crown, 114//., 148, 149, 152; — tooth of St. 
John the Evangelist, 156; reliquaries, in, 115, 
117, 125, 127, 128, 130, 150, 152, 153, 155, 156; 
retables, 107, 109, no, 115, 125, 128, 134, 135, 
140, 155 n .; ring of St. Denis, 121; rood, the, 
140; sceptres, 120, 145,150,155 «■, 15^- screens, 

106, 107, 108, 114; shrine of St. Denis, 139; 
signet-ring, 157; spoon, gold, 124; —perforated, 
108; spurs, 145, 150; staff of the precentor, 
156; stained-glass windows, 139; staircases, 
114; stalls, 107; statuettes: of Charlemagne, 
156; — of the Magdalen, 153; — of the Virgin, 
“7. >55 «•> 156- >57 > slaves of St. Denis, 121 ; 
swords, 132, 145, 150, 155; tabernacle, 112, 114, 
115; tables: gold, 109, no; — porphyry, 139; 


Saint-Denis, Abbey of {continued). 

tablets of ivory, sculptured, 106; tapestries, 114; 
throne, Dagobert’s, 139 J tombs: of Charles the 
Bald, 107, 131; — of St. Denis, 126; — of St. 
Louis, 108; — royal, 107 «., in, 113, 117; 
treasury, the, 112, 117, 131,-138, 142; unicorns 
(narwhal’s) horn, 107; vases, 118, 133, 139, i 4 >. 
144, 153; — Queen Eleanor’s, 141, 142, 144; 
vaults, 108, 113, 114; vessels, crystal, 141; 
walking-stick of St. Denis, 121; wooden chest, 
108. 

St. Emmeran’s Abbey, the Emperor Arnould s gift 
of manuscript Gospels to, 135. 

Saint-Germain-en-Laye (France), M usee de, perforated 
spoons, 124; strap-fastening, 122. 

St. John, arms ascribed to, 478, 487, 515, 532; badge 
of, 538. 

St. John, Sir John, executor to will of the Lady 
Margaret Beaufort, 366. 

St. John, Sir Thomas Poynings, Baron, 532. 

St. Lawrence, Thanet (Kent): arms of the Manston 
family in window of church, 5291 brass in church, 

479 - 

St. Leger, arms ascribed to, 517, 519. 

Saint-L6onard (Haute-Vienne), building of circular 
shape at, 385. 

St. Lo, arms ascribed to, 474, 497, 502, 504, 510, 529. 

St. Lo, Lady (Margaret Courtenay), will of, 474. 

St. Marcel, near Paris, breviary from, 420, 425, 426, 


432, 433 - 

St. Maurice d’Agaune (Switzerland): chasse, 125; 
ewer of St. Martin, 120. 

St. Nicholas of Ash (Kent), arms ascribed to, 530. 

St. Nicholas of Thanet, arms of, 478. 

St. Nicholas at Wade (Kent), arms of Abbot Welde 
in window of church, 510. 

St. Omer Museum (France), foot of twelfth-century 
cross, 140. 

St. Osithe’s Abbey (Essex), bequest to, by John de 
Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

St. Pol, Beatrice, Dame de Nesle, 403. 

St. Pol, Guy de Chatillon, count of, 402, 403, 425. 

St. Pol, Guy of Luxembourg, count of, 409. 

St. Pol, Isabel, 403. 

St. Pol, Jean, count of, 403. 

St. Pol, John de, 416, 429. 

St. Pol, Mary de: see Pembroke, countess of. 

St. Pol, Maud, wife to Charles of Valois, 403. 

Salamis = Enkomi (Cyprus): antiquities from, 185 ; 
excavations at, 182, 192-4; necropolis. Late 
Minoan, 182, 184, 185, 192, 193; 'Prison of 
St. Catharine ’, 171-5,179-94 (see under Cyprus ); 
rocks of, 181; tombs. Late Minoan, 184. 




TNDRX TO VOLUMF. LX\T 600 


5 Ulaniui, Uic llellexilc fCyprus^ ul Utc Eotly Iron 
Agt-. 185. 

Satishury, RiciinnI Nrvill, eatl of, 376; ams of, 
y» 5 * 

Salisbury, Thomas <le Montacnte, carl of, arni« 
asjcrlbcij to, 555 

Salisbury, William do Montacute, earl of. arms and 
seal of, 5+i. 

Salter, A. E., 314 315, 

Salt Lake (Cyprus), Minmn ruitulua at, 185. 

Salts: * Huntsman All S^uls College, Oxford, afia; 
various, belonging to John de Veer, >3lh earl 
of Oxford, 2tt2, 293, *94. 398, 339 3a, 

337 - 

Snltwoocl (Kent), anus and brass of Thomas Brook* 
hill in church at, 476. 

Salamann, L. F., now. 

Samuui ware: King William Street, I.ondon, 265-9; 
London. 270-3; St. Martin's-lfrCrand, London, 
236, 238, 242 u.. 244, 245. 258-62; St. l^auFs 
Churchyard, Luiiduit, 237, 238 ; stamps, 256. 

*57 

Samson, arms ascribed to, 515. 

Sonchei, arms ascribed to, 472- 

Sancta Cruce. Waller de, Worden of the Ciaterrian 
abbey ofTonx-r Hill. 353. 

Sandwich, amw awribed to, 497, 502,518 

Sandwich, Nichnlaa de, 497 ; arms and tomb of, 498. 

Saiisavcr of'Framhatch, arm* ascribed t«>, 47a. 

Sarrnphugus, carved, from Athiilnu (Cypriw), 190. 

Sardonyx: catneo of the Emperor Augustus, 137; 
rameovxac*, 120; gondola, from the Abbey of | 
Saint'Denis, T53; s*»e, 'Lacoupedca l^olcmeex*. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, T19. lao. 

Sajre (Kent), peribrated spoons from, >24. 

Saull, W. D., on Komon remains in Cheapside, 
London, 238. 

S.svnge of Bobbing, anus of, 502. 

Savage. Sir Arnold, Speaker of the House of 
Commons, 466 2 anns of. (96, 50X 

Savage. Sir Arnold, the younger, arms on brass oC 
479 

Savoy, umia of, 531, 540. 

Sawbiidgeworth (llrrla.l, nnna on bta<>sc2or Leven- 
thorpa at. 506, 507. 

.Saxon arc)ibiahnps. tomba of, in the ahitey rhiircli of 
St- Austin, Canterbury, 382. 390-9- 

Saxon church, organization of the, 64-6 

Saxon churches { teraains of prc*Conqucsl work at— 
Avebury (Wilts.), 73; Boorhunt (Hants), 75; 
Brilfurd (Wilts.), 73: Clayton (Suasex), 81; 
f’nmploti iSitrrvy), 82; Curimm{iluu (HattU), 
73, Hartford (Kent), 8a; Drlienbxni (.SuHVdk), 
vot- utvi, 4 


86; Deerhurst (CdoB-j, 95: Eling (HhuIsJ, 74; 
Codalraing (Surrey), Ba; Great Halliiigliam 
(Essex), 84 , Creenatcad (Esbcx). 84 ; Hadatiurk 
(Exiex), 84; Mcaiibourne Worthy (Hants), 99; 
Hintuti Ainpucr(llanta), 74, Laverstoke(Ilont9|, 
76; Liucolii (Lliica.), 69: Little Sorabouene 
(Hants), 74; Nether.\ von (Wilts), 72; Ucculver 
(Kent), 83; Sidbury (Devou), 69; Siiiglctou 
(Sussex), 79 J Stow St. Mary (Lines.), remains 
of Saxon work In church at, 89; Stratfirld 
MuiUiner (Berks.), 991 Titchfield (Hants), 75; 
Trediiiglon (Wore.), 96; Walkern (Herts.), 99; 
W^t Haiiipncti (Sussex), 79; Whitchurch 
(Hants), 76; Wuuibcduig (Sussex), 8t, 

Saxon crosses, 66, 

Saxony* wtds of, 463, 55X 
Scales, arms ascribed to* 478, 526. 

Scales, Robert, Lord, 478; efBgy of, 479, 

Scales, Roger, Lord, 478. 

f^arlett, Richard, notes on the heraldry in the 
cloisters ar Canterbury Catlicdrul, 450, 451, 452, 
467 ff, 

Schepene, Frater Johannes, 5.(3; contribution from, 
for reconstruction ol' the cloisters at Canterbuiy 
Catbcdral, 448; stiicld of, with his pirture. 448. 

55 ^- ... 

Scotland, Abbot, huildings by, at St. Austin 9, Can* 
Icrbury, 382-3. 387. 389-91, 39t. 

5 >cotIaiul, anus of, 462, 550. 

Seoll, Robert Forsyth; On the contracts for the 
tomb of thr lardy Margaret Beaufort, countess 
of Richmond and Derby, and foundress of Uic 
Colleges of Christ and St. John In Cambridge, 

36.S 76- 

Scropc, arnu ascribed to, 306, 481, 558. 

Sempe, Hciity, tliird Lord, of Masham, arms ascribed 
to, 501, 517, 519, 554. 

Scrope, Sir Stephen, arms aacrilmd to, 487. 
Scudamore, arms ascribed to, 501, 510. 

Sculptures at Abbey of .Sjtint'Denis (France): ivory, 
106; marble, representing martyrdom of St. 
Dr nix, 107; monuments of kings of France, 
155; tablets of ivoiy sculptuicd with (iguica, 
to6. 

Seals o(: Baldwin, the Emperor, 15a; Baud, Thomas, 
534 f Bedford, John, dukr of. 285 ; Bcrga- 

vcniiy. Joan Arundel, baroness of, 500; Cam 
bridge, Richard of Coningsborough, car! of, 402; 
Cantelu, Miehad dc, 492; Caunteluw, Wtlliani 
de. 492; Cistercian abbey of Tower Mill, 363; 
Cllflbrd, John de, of Kllingham, 521; Clifford. 
Rlclmrd, as archdeacon of Canterbury, 514,521, 
Clinton, WiUiara dc, 508; Courtenay, Sii Peter 
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de, 484; Courtenay, Philip de, 482; Cumbwell 
Priory (Kent), 479; Curteis, Reginald, 522; 
Colepeper, Thomas, 495; Devereux, Sir John, 
547; Doget, Walter, of Kent, 494; Everingham, 
507 ; Fastolfe, Hugh, 539; Fitz Dering, Richard, 
511; Frenyngham, John de, 475; Hastings, 
Reginald de Grey, Lord, 534; Henry V, 551; 
Hereford, Joan, countess of, 463; Hospital of 
St. Mary and All Saints, Maidstone (Kent), 
464; Isili, John, 475; Luttrell, Sir Hugh, 502; 
Norfolk, Margaret Brotherton, duchess of, 488; 
Oxford, John de Veer, earl of, 287, 304, 305; 
Paschal, Abbot, 363; Pelham, Sir John, 548; 
Pembroke, Mary de St. Pol, countess of, 423; 
Pembroke College, Cambridge, 423, 427; 
Poynings, Sir Michael de, 483 ; Salisbury, 
William de Montacute, earl of, 541; Segrave, 
John, 542; Spigurnell, Elizabeth, 472; Wil¬ 
loughby family, 498; Zouche, Eudo de, 518. 

Segrave, arms of, 459, 541, 543. 

Segrave, Gilbert de, arms of, 542. 

Segrave, John, seal of, 542. 

SelwSn = Siloam (Judaea): monolithic chamber, 182, 
186, 187, 190; tombs, 186, 187. 

Semitic ‘kokim’ type of tomb, 164, 165, 169, 177, 
178. 

Sepham, William de, arms ascribed to, 491. 

Septvans, John, arms of, 529; monument of, 529. 

Septvans, Thomas, arms of, 529. 

Septvans, Sir William, arms of, 513, 529. 

Sewers (or Sewards), arms ascribed to, 512. 

Seyliard, arms ascribed to, 478. 

Seyliard of Seyliard in Hever, arms ascribed to, 479. 

Sheldwich (Kent): arms in church, 469, 536, 537 ; 
brass of Sir Richard atte Lese, 480. 

Shelton, arms ascribed to, 509. 

Shelving, arms ascribed to, 504. 

Shene (Surrey), abbey of, bequest to, by John de 
Veer, 13th earl of O.xford, 310. 

Shropshire, early organization of the church in, 93, 
96 (see also under Churches of the Domesday 
Survey). 

Shurland of Shurland, arms ascribed to, 507. 

Sibertswold (Kent), perforated spoons from, 124. 

Sidbury (Devon), remains of Saxon work in churcli 
at, 69. 

Sidon (Phoenicia), tomb at, 186. 

Silver objects: at or from the Abbey of Saint-Denis— 
basin, 107; bowl, plated with gold, 134; cande¬ 
labra, 117, 134, 139; candlesticks, io8; censers, 
108; chalices and patens, 117; effigy of St. Louis, 
108; hand of justice, attributed to St. Louis, 
150; lamps, 117, 134; pax, 108; — perforated 


spoons, from Chatham (Kent), 124; treasure, 
%zantine, 177 «. 

Silver-gilt objects: capitals of chasse. Abbey of 
Saint-Denis, 107, 108; chasses, Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 112,117; crown, jewelled, in the Louvre, 
157; eagle, set with stones, Abbey of Saint- 
Denis, 127; ewer of Abbot Suger, 142, 143; 
fonts, 292, 293; images, 107, 277-86, 290-3, 
310-13. 329, 342, 426, 433; openwork lantern. 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 107; plate, in the Louvre, 
154; reliquary, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 127, 152, 
153 J retable for the altar. Abbey of Saint-Denis, 
107; staff of the precentor of Saint-Denis, 156 ; 
statuette of the Virgin, in the Louvre, 156. 

Simon, St., silver-gilt image of, 291, 292, 329. 

Singleton (Sussex), remains of Saxon work in church 
at, 79. 

Sion (Middx.): see Syon. 

Sittingbourne (Kent), arms in stained glass in church, 
508, 529. 

Skeleton of a woman, Newnham (Cambs.), 570. 

Smirke, Sir Robert, architect of the old General 
Post Office, St. Martin’s-le-Grand, 235, 236; of 
the Royal Mint, 360. 

Smith, Reginald A.: Researches at Rickmansworth 
(Herts.), 195-217; on the primitive site of 
London, 269. 

Smith, Roach, 572; on Roman remains in London, 

235- 

Somers, arms ascribed to, 508. 

Somerset, Sir Charles, executor to will of the Lady 
Margaret Beaufort, 366. 

Somerset, John Beaufort, earl of, arms of, 458, 527, 
541 ; effigy of, 527. 

Somersetshire, early organization of the church in, 
64, 69-71 (see also under Churches of the Domes¬ 
day Survey) See Glastonbury, West Buckland. 

Somner, William, on the heraldic shields in the 
cloisters of Canterbury Cathedral, 455. 

Spigurnell, Elizabeth, seal of, 472. 

Spokeshaves, iron, from: Copthall Court, London, 
241; Rushall Down (Wilts ), 241; St. Martin’s- 
le-Grand, London, 241. 

Spoons, perforated : Abbey of Saint-Denis, 108,124; 
Barberini Collection, Rome, 124; Bifrons (Kent), 
124; Chatham (Kent), 124; Chessell Down 
(I.W.), 124; Crundale (Hunts.), 124; France 
(Dept. Aisne), 124; Germany, 124; Sarre{Kent), 
124; Sibertswold (Kent), 124; Stodmarsh (Kent), 
124; Svetec (Bohemia), 124. 

Spurs: gold, twelfth-century, 150-1; part of corona¬ 
tion insignia, 145. 

Stafford, arms of, 485, 521, 523. 542. 
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Stafford, Sir Hugh, arms ascribed to, 516, 517. 

Staffordshire, early organization of the church in, 
93, 94, 96 {see also under Churches of the Domes¬ 
day Survey). 

Standish, arms ascribed to, 514. 

Standish, Hugh, arms of, 514. 

Stanley, Sir John, arms of, 538, 547. 

Stapleton, arms ascribed to, 523. 

Staresacre, arms ascribed to, 513. 

Statuettes: of Charlemagne, in the Louvre, 156; 
of the Magdalen, Abbey of Saint-Denis, 153; 
of Venus, pipe-clay, from site of St. Martin s- 
le-Grand, London, 241; of the Vii^in, Abbey of 
Saint-Denis, 117,155 «•. *57 1 ‘^e Louvre, 156. 

Stephen 11 , Pope, vision of, 108, 109. 

Stirrups: bronze stirrup-like object, of the Late-Celtic 
period, recently added to the British Museum, 
349-52; bronze 'stirrups’ from Ireland, 35 °> 
352. 

Stodmarsh (Kent), perforated spoons from, 124. 

Stoke-by-Nayland, or Stoknailond (Suffolk), bequest 
to church by John de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 
286, 317. 

Stone lavabo from the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 155. 

Stow, John, on the Cistercian Abbey of Tower Hill, 
356. 

Stow St. Mary (Lines.), remains of Saxon work in 
church at, 89. 

Strabolgi, arms ascribed to, 480, 550. 

Strange, arms ascribed to, 484. 

Strange of Knockyn, arms of, 484, 541, 542. 

Strange, John, Lord, arms of, 542. 

Strap-fastening from Charnay (France), 122. 

Stratfield Mortimer (Berks.), Saxon tombstone in 
church, 99. 

Stratford (Middx.), bequest to nuns of, by John de 
Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Streatfeild, Rev. Thomas, 454, 467, 475, 511, 541; 
Excerpta Cantiana, 452, 453, 488, 496, 546. 

Streynsham of Faversham, arms of, 499, 501. 

Strickland, William, bishop of Carlisle, arms ascribed 
to, 482. 

Strood (Kent): jet cameo, with head of Medusa, 
572; manor of, 418. • 

Stunt, Walter, 456. 

Sudbury, Simon, archbishop of Canterbury, arms 
of, 464, 469, 494, 508; on the Cistercian Abbey 
of Tower Hill, 354. 

Sudbury College (Suffolk): plate and jewels within the 
college belonging to John de Veer, 13th earl of 
Oxford, 291, 294, 296, 329-38; stuff in the 
chapel, 288, 291, 299, 300, 338-43; wardrobe 
stuff, 288, 302, 343-7. 


Suffolk, early organization of the church in, 63, 64, 
85-8 {see also under Churches of the Domesday 
Survey). See Bruisj'ard, Bury St. Edmunds, 
Debenham, Hertford Warren, Lavenham, Mil- 
dqnhall, Stoke-by-Nayland, Sudbury. 

Suger, Abbot of Saint-Denis: descriptions by, of the 
Abbey in his day, 109, 125, 127, 131, 139; gifts 
to the Abbey by, no, 126, 127, 139, 141, 142; 
objects added to the church by: altars, 107, 109, 
114, 115, 133, 134. 139; bronze-work, 121; 
chalice, 123, 143; ‘Coupe des Ptol^mdes’, gold 
and jewelled setting for, 119; — inscription at 
foot, 120; cross, great, 105, no, 114, 128, 139, 
140, 141; crucifixes, 106, 113; — ‘talking’, 114, 
149; ewer, 142, 143; ornaments, 139; panels, 
no; precious vessels, 139, 141, 142; porphyry 
vase, design for, 118; pulpituin, 106,139; retable 
enriched with gems, 107; shrine for St. Denis, 
139; stained-glass windows, 139; tabernacle, 
115; vases, 139; — setting of gold and jewels 
for, 119; works as a builder, 112, 139; works in 
precious metals, 139. 

Sulcis (Sardinia), Punic tombstone from, 190. 

Surrenden, John de, arms of, 499, 505. 

Surrey, early organization of the church in, 64, 81, 
82, 99, 100, loi, 102 {see also under Churches of 
the Domesday Survey). See Compton, Godai¬ 
ming, Lingfield, Shene, Wandsworth. 

Sussex, early organization of the church in, 64, 79- 
81, 102 (st’«f also under Churches of the Domesday 
Survey). See Battle Abbey, Bosham, Clayton, 
Singleton, Trotton, West Hampnett, Wool- 
beding. 

Svetec (Bohemia), perforated spoon from, 124. 

Swaffham Bulbeck (Cambs.), bequest to nuns of, by 
John de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 313. 

Swanscombe (Kent), gravel-deposits at, 198, 202, 
214, 215, 216; palaeoliths from, 205, 206, 207, 
217. 

Sweden, arms of, 462, 552. 

Swinbourne, Thomas, of Smeeth, arms and brass of, 
489 - 

Swords: of Archbishop Turpin, 132; of Charlemagne, 
132; of Charles VII of France, 132; of Jeanne 
d’Arc, 132 ; of St. Louis of France, 132. 

Symondson, Cornelius, contract with, for making 
the grate to the tomb of the Lady Margaret 
Beaufort in Westminster Abbey, 373-6. 

I Syon (Middx.), abbey of, 353; bequest to, by John 
de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 310. 

Syracuse, quarries of, 159, 160. 

Syria, tomb-architecture of, 165, 175, 182, 183, 185, 
189. 
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T 

Talbot, arms of. 461, 53.^. 

Talboyf. Ilmry, ami* of, .>23. 533. 

Tmnaaaos (Cypnis), tomb& at. 163, 165. 166, 168. 
Taverner, arms asiriberf to, 536. 

TcH-ol*Hcay = Lachiah iPalestincl door^jamb from, 
189, 190. 

TemwotU coffin, ftom SiiUmU (C^prusb 185: voiivr 
ternKotlaa, Salamis (Cyprus), 18a. 

Terrets, ornamental bronze rings from horse-trap- 

ping*. 3.i«’ 

‘rhames valley, gravel* of the, aia-15. 3^1-4. 
ThetKlore. archbishop of Canlcrbur)’, burj-ing-placc 
of, 386, 400. 

Theodorie. tomb of, at Ravenna, 384, 

Theophann, Empress, wedding present to, 118. 
Theophilus, on the liiaking of perforated spoons, 
124. 

Hiibaut, count of Bloi*. 142. 154. 

Tliomas, St, of Canterbury . ire BccKct. 

Thomas, St, of Inde, •Uvr^gill image ol, ayi, 293, 
329; rvUquary of, 155 «. 

Thom, William, on Abbot SrotUnd * buildings at 
St. AusUn’s, Canterbury, 383, 387. 

‘I'hornbury. arms ascribed to, 557. 

Thombury. WiHi.im, arm* and brass of, 557. 

Thoqie, Dr., notes on the heraldry in the cloister* at 
Canleihui Y Cathedral. 450, 451, 455. 

Thowesteri, arms ascribed to, 510. 

Thrace, arms of, 463,550. 

Thremhale fEswex). priory of. hequrst to, by julin de 
Veer, t3lh earl of Oxford. 313. 

Thugga, Mausoleum of, igo. 

Thurslonc, anus ascribed to. 557. 

Tillotson, Williaiu, manuscript volume of llcraldir 
Collection* (now in the Society's Library), 307, 
308^ 

Tiptoft, arms of, jaS. 

Titchiicid (Hants), remsiii* of Saxon work in churcti 

The.-Sir William, on Roman trtnain* in London, 
225. 2a8. *37, 364. 

Tomb-architecture in Cyprus during the Cracco- 
Koman occupation, 159 -78. 

Tombs: siwCypius, Monuments, Palestine. 
Torrigiano. Pirtro, designs and exmilra Uic tomb of 
Lady Margaret Dcaufon, counicBS of Ridiniond 
and Derby, in Wralminslcr Abbey. 3^ 73. 374 - 
Touclu.-t, arms of, 48a, 498. 5*5, 556. 

Tmirainc, duke of, gift to the Abbey of Saint-DcnU. 

113. 


Tower Hill, toimgraphy of tbr. Cistercian Abbey of j 
are I.ondon. 

Toy,’Sidney, 38511. 

Tracy, arms aaenbed to, 498. 

Trajaii. coins of, l.ontkin, 240. 

Tredii^on (Wore.), remains of Saxon work in chinch 
at, 96. 

Tregore, of Houghton Malherbe, arms of, 5 * 3 - 14 * 

Trives |Germ.my): St. Andrew rohquary at. 138 > 
IcnUKcntury nail-rcliquary in the cathedral, 130. 

Trier (Prussia), brirk building of Roman date at, 

Trinity, image* ol the, *07, 110, 278, 283, 285, a80, 
») 4 . . 3 * 4 . 33a- 

I'rotUin (Sussex), hraas to Lord Camoys .mil hia 
555 - 

Trbutheck, arm* ascribed to, 536. 

I'unstall I Kent), arm* In windows of rhurcli, 537, 544. 

'I'urpin, Archbi»hoi», *w<ird of, 132 

Twychcl, arms of, 507. 

Tyca, aim* ascritred to, 538. 

L’ 

Cflurd, arms of, 493, 497. 4^. 5^* 5 t 7 > 5 ^» 53 ^ 
546, 548. 

Ulster, John de Burgh, earl of arms of, 491, 

Umiraville. arm* of, 515, .520, 523, 53X 

Uinfraville, Gilbert dc, anna of, 3*5. 

V 

Valeiier, »mia of. 490. 

Valence, Aymer dc: an Pembroke, carl oC 

Valence, WiTliam dc, 403, 404. 426, 433. 

Valence d'Agen (Prancrl. bronze-gilt brooches fnira. 
127. 

Valeutiniail 1 . coin of. I.ondon, 240. 

Vali.int*, or worthies, the nine, 347. 

V.tH*ricr. Aymer, 400, 

N'alols, Charlra, count of, 403. 

V'ahds, Marguerite of, 403. ^ 

Van Kyck, John, pirture of Uie ‘Mass of Sl Giles 
crruiicously altrilmtrd to, 158 «. 

Vaae>: alabaster, Irom Abh«-y of Sainl-Dcnin. 117, 
iiR; amber, Ablwy of Saint-lV’nis, *33; day, 
Ram,nn, from site of Sl. Martiii'a-lc-Grand, 
lx>ndnii, 352 *, Egyptian, 3 18; ewer of St. Martin 
at St. Maurice d’Agaunc 1 Switzerland), 120; 
Eamese Tarsi at Napica, 120, Goiizaga vaae, 
Brunswick, tan; grey granite, Irrasury of 
St Mark's, Venice, ti 8; Hamilton vaia:, tao; 
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jiidc gondoln miuJfr by St. Eluy. ia6, 141; of 1 
Mitbridatcs, in the l^uvro, 14a; [lorphyry, 
Abbey of Saint-Denis, 118, 141, 144; t^ueen 
EleaiJofV 141, 142, 144; sardonyx, • Coupe des 
Plokmeca’, iig, 120. 12a. T33, 143, 144; sardo- 
nyx gtindolaa, tiiuunted in silver-gilt with Jewels 
and enamels, 153. 154; Waddesdon vaw?, 120. 

Vasselot, J<J* Mar({uet dc. 110. 

Veer (or Verc), arms of, 465, 47-;, 305. 516, 531, 530. 
54 .> 547 < Oxford, earla of, 

Veer, Aubrey de {d. 1141), first hereditary great 
chamberialn under Hmry 1,275 278. 311. 

Wrr, Aubicy dc(sonof the laih rarl of Oxford), 275- 

V«*r, Dorothy and Ursula, 28ft. 315. 

Veer, Sir George, 315- 

Veer, John de; *« Oxford, 13U1, 14th, and 15111 
earls ol. 

Veer. John, cousin and hrir to Sir Robert Veer, 315; 
an executor of the will of thr 13111 carl of Oxford, 
287, 318, bequest to, 3t6. 

Veer, Sir Robeil, 3*5. 

V'ecr, Thomas, t»et|ucsl to, by John de Veer, 13111 
carl of Oxford, 317. 

Vellctri. cross of, with enameU, 138. 

Vrrdun, arms ascribed to, 526. 

Vere: Veer. 

Venice: St. Mark’s; Byzantine chalices, 143 J By¬ 
zantine rroas, 153; crystal ewcr, of the tenth 
century'. 137; Egyjitian vase of grey granite, 
118) sardony'x gondola, 154: Shu Niccol6 of thr 
Lidu, Cana vase. iid. 

VemiH, head of a pipe-clay statuette of. from site of 
St. Marlin’s>te-Grand, l^ndon, 24r. 

VescI, arms awrilxrd to. 486, 55b. 

VeacI, Sir Gilliert Aton. Lord, arms ascribed to, 

4 ^ 1 ’ 557. ^ ^ , 

Vexin, count of, premier vassal of Saint-Denis, iio 

Victoria and Albert Museum: cryatal ewer, of the 
twelfth century, 437; early Byzantine Bei esford- 
41 ope reliquary, 125; Image of Chriat, ivory, 
135 Soliykoff cross, 138. 

Victnrinua, coin of, London. 240. 

Vienna; crown of Conrad 11 at, 146, 147. HoJ- 
miiseiim; golden fibula from Nagy Mihaly 
(Hungary), 1x3. 

Villctle, Philippe de, ahlml of Saint-Denis, 128. 

Vincent, Si., gold image of, with relic, 418, 426. 

Viollct-lc-Duc, Eugene, reconstniciion of the Mbl»ev 
church of Saint-Denis, 105, toA, 112, 115, 15811. 

Virgin, the: figure of, on plate of lapis lazuli, 154 ; 
image of, 106: statnettoi of, 117. '*•1 

* 57 - 

VisigoUuc cruwua, tiiid of, at Guarrazar, 145- 


Vitry, Paul, Oa the Abbey of Saint-Denis, 113, 

Voget, Juivre, gold chasati by, 112. 

Vynrr, Sir Robert, 8. 

VV 

Wadliani, arms ascribrnl to, 485, 501. 

Wadliam, Sir William, 485. 

Wainllrvt, arms of, 451. 

Waldrgravc, Sir William, executor of will of John dr 
Veer, 13th carl of Oxford, 287, 318. 

Walden, arms ascribed 10, 540, 558- • 

Wales, arms of, 462, 549, 

Wales, Prince of, arm* of, 457, 492, 493, 521, 552: 
badge of, 4A2, 493, 527. 

Waleys, arms ascribed to, 503. 

Walkein (Herts.), remains of Saxon work In church 
at, <>9. 

Wxlking-«tiek of St. Denis, rai. 

Waller, J. G, on Uie arms of the Cohham family, 
470. 

Walatnghnm Priory (Norfolk), bequest to, hy John 
de Veer, 13th carl of Oxford, 310, 326. 

Wandeford, William, arms and monument of, 480. 

Wandswuith (Surrey), Late-Celtic dagger from the 
Iluinica at, 569. 

Waiehomi- (Kent),urma of Apuldurfield, with inscrip¬ 
tion, in window of cliurcli at, 470. 

Wartnne, arms of, 459, 463, 465, 492, 517, 520, 527, 
541, 542, 552, 553. 555 - 

Warwick, Newburgh, earl of, arms of, 518. 

Warw’ick, Richard Beauchamp, earl of^ arms of, 518. 

Watevile, arms ascribed to, 47<>. 

Watford (Herts.), Hint implemcnti* from, 216. 

Wareham, William, archbishop of Canterlmry, 366. 

Warren Hiili see Mildenhall. 

Warwickshire, early organization of the church in, 
fr4> 97 MttiUr Churches of the 

Uuincaday Survey). 

Watrrheacb (Cxmbs.). nuns minorcssea of, 421, 423, 

Watson, G. W., 40311., 440 u. 

Weaver, Lawrence; The complete building accounts 
of the City Churches (Parochial) designed by 
Sir Christufdici Wren, 1-60. 

Wcldr, William, aUxil of St. Austin’s, arms of, 510, 

Wrrton (or Weston), arms .xscribed to, 494. 

Wessex, early organization ol the church in, 64, 
66 ft, iccz. 

W'tst BuckLind (Soni.), laile-Cdttc dagger from, 569. 

Wnd Hiimpni-u (Sussex), Saxon remains in cliur<^ 
at, 79. 

Westmill (Herts.), manor of, 418, 437. 

Westminster Abbey; bequest to, hy Mary'de St. Pol, 
countess of Pembroke, 417,418; brass of Eleanor 
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dc Bohuti, tlucbua vf Gluuoc^ttct, 46.^ 493 7 
tomh of A^’tnrr dr Valriicr, earl of Vcnibrokr, 
406, 435, 443; tomh of William dr Valcncr, 1171 
»omb and grate of ihr Lady Mar^rri Bcaufurt, 
countess of Richmond and Derby, 365-76. 

Westmorland. Joan Beauibrt. countess of, 458. 

Westmorland, Ralph Nevill, first earl of, arms of, 
458. 507. 541. 

Wcwick, Mrynnart, Uir poiiitcj', shore of, in design 
for ilic tomb of the Lady Margaret Beaufort, 
370, 37 «• 

Whetenh.sll, .nrms ascribed to. 499, 539. 557, 

Whitaker, W., Gtology 0/London, an, aia, 314 n, 

Whitchurch (Mams). Saxon tombstone at, 76. 

White. Osborne, 215. 

White Kriats. bequesta to. by Jubii de Veer, 13th 
earl of Oxford, 310^ 

Whiting, William, t56. 

Wido. Abbot, buildings by, at St. Ansrin’n, CantiTbury, 
390. 391 - 

Wldvile (or WydvUc). orins ascribed to, 5.SI. 

Widvilc. Ouceii Bllzabelli, coronation ol, 276,31.3. 

Wililred, king of Kent, clurtcr of, 65. 

Willemeni, Thomas, HtrttlJir No/ict* of Ctndtrbury 
Cathrdral 45a. 454-6, 460. 463 if. 

William the Conqueror, 89, 9a 

Willibald, St. 65. 

Willington, arms ascribed to, 537 

Willoughby, ar ina of, 4V5> 5 O 4 t 507 i 5 ^ 53^, 546,348. 

Willoughby. Robert, Lord, of Ercsby, arnw and seal 

of, 498- 

WlUougbby, WJiiiam, Lord, of Eresby, arms of. 498. 

Willougliby (or Wyllugttby), W'illium dc. of Erc^y. 
seal of, 408. 

Wilaon, Tbomas, plans and drawings nf excavations 
at St. Marlin’ap|p.Crand, London, 241, 343, 046. 
262. 

Willsbitc, cul ly ui ganuatiini of the church in, 64, 73, 
73, iua(rMrnf!irit(rtd!irrChurrhe9of the Domesday 
Survey), .Sot Avebttry, Britford, Devixes, Nether 
Avon, Rtishall Down. 

Wiiig6e|d, arms of, 488, 526. 

Wing6eld, Humphrey, executor of Ihc will of John 
de Veer, 13th earl of Oxford, 287,318. 

Winter of Wonhiagton, annu ui, 451. 

Wittlesey, Wiliiain, archbiiJiup of Canterbury, aniu 
ascribed to, 517. 

Wivenbuc, or Wyvenhoo (Essex): Broumnnt h.idgf 
nn brass at, 544 ; goods .ind chattels of John de 
Vrer, t3ih earl of Oxford, deported M, 286, agt, 

Wofwrn Af>lK'> (Beds ), bequeat to, by John dc Vcei, 
1.3th earl ol Oxford, 280, 312, 313. 


Wolsey, Cardinaf, 365, 369. 

Wooden objects: cheat, Abticy of SainbDenis, io8, 
chufr-screcn, Ahhry of Saint-ITcniu, 140; coffin, 
of Arclibishop Justus, St Anatin'a, Canlerhur)-, 
398-9: coffin of Archbishop fjiurrnce, St 
Austin's, Canterbury, 396 7: stirntp-shaped ob- 
Je«s on yoke of an Egyptian chariot, 35a 

Wcx^ncsborough (Kent), arms in windows of church, 
467. 5 » 7 - 

Woodstock, Edmund of: see Kent, earl of 

Woodward, H. B., on ilic gravels of the Thames 
valley, aia, 313, 314. 

Woolbcding (Sussex), rrmains of Saxon work in 
church at, 8r 

Worccalcrahlre. early organization of the church in, 
64, 94, 96, 97 ($€( atso under Churches of ihr 
Domesday Survey). Ste Tredlngton. 

Wotlon, John, prior of St Martin's, Dover, 480. 

Wren, Sir Christopher, building aocounU of tire City 
churches (parochial), dMigncd by, 1-60; the 
building of St Paul's, 237. 

Wren, CbrutUiplici, junior, 2, 9. 

Wren, Bishop Matthew, 401. 

Wren, Stephen, Pamthtlut, t, 9. 237. 

Wrottesley, arms awriherl to, X)8- 

Wulfrlc, Abbot, octagonal building by. at St Austin's, 
Canterbury, 377 »•» 379 - 90 . 399 » 4 «»- 

Wydvile: srr Wldvile. 

Wykeham, Wiliam of, anus of, 514; jewelled mitre, 
279 w. 

Wyndham-Cook Collection, Hamilton vase, 120. 

X 

Xylotyrabou (Cyprus), tombs at, 187. 

Y 

York, Edmninl nf Ijingiuy, firat duke ol. 501 ; arms 
Ofr 4 S 8 * 49 *. 544 . 554 - 

York, Edward I'lanlagenet, second duke of. arms of, 
458. 491, 492. 544; badge of, 511 n. 

York, Lady Elizabeth of (queen of Henry Vll), 
285. 

Yorkshire, early organizaliun of the church in. 64, 
97, 98 (.vr idfo nnJrr Churches of the Domesday 
Survey), Set Arras, Dane* Gnivea, Knares. 
iKirough Priory, 

Z 

Eouchc, amis aocriUHl fu, 494, 512, 518, 520, 5.(7- 

Eouclic, Eudu dc, acal ot, 518. 
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